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INTRODUCTION. 

THE mere suggestioii of the ensQing Treatise ^Ul 
probablf eitcite io flome miiida inquiries such as these— 

14% Why should any thing farther be written on the subject 
^BafitiBTn P Why should more be aiterftpledy where eve- 
ry thing that can be said has been repeatedly said already I 
Why revi?e a controversy which has been so long protract- 
^ and to so little purpose ?*'— ^rhe writer answers, that, 
kbould the charge oi reviving this controversy fdll on him, 

i] to sees not at present any cause for alarm. He is nut 
OMiscious of an undue predilection for religious contio- 
Tersy. He ardently desires the day, when ^< watchmen" 
ahd watched *' shall see eye to eye." Siill, when he re- 
acts that the labours of the best of men have been in 
msoy instances controversial, and that no inconsiderable 
portion even of the Sacred Volume is of the same de- 
ttription ; he cannot admit that under e&isiing circum<« 
ttaneea religious controversy is universally to be depte- 

A cited. He accedes to the sentiment^ of the immortal 
Bacomi who considered it ^ weak divinityi to account con- 
troversies an ill sign in the church. In ignorance and 
implied belief," says he, '^ it is easy to agree, as colours 
agree in the dark. If any country decline into atheism, 
then controversies wax dainty ; because men do not think 
religion worth the falling out Jfou**^ 

But is the present revival of this controversy properly 
chargeable to the wriier I When Mr. Judsom wrote and 
published Ms Sermon, with the avowed design of trans- 
initting it to America, he well knew that he was treading 
on controversial ground ; and he had every reason to tx^ 
pect, unless he supposed it would force universal convic* 
tion, that some one in his native country would attempt a 
reply. 

Besides the usual reasons which are adduced V.<^ X^'^iofb) 
poblications like the present) ih^re ocr^ %o\£k^ ^nWO^ ^^^\^ 

I to reader the ensuing discu^^iou ip^cvjXvkxV^ Xk»^^'w«K^* 

• Works, rol in. p. 50, in CtosU 0\j%fcrf . -hqV ^* ^^«^ ^ 



IV IKTRODUCTION. 

The circumstanees under which the Discourse before i 
has been brought forward^ will unavoidably throw it int 
^he hands of many who have never attended to the subjc^ 
mo£ which it treats.* Such ought to have it in their powe 
to judge of the matter fairly. They ought to be able t 
look at it on more than one side. . Were no answer give 
to this Discourse) they would readily conclude that non 
could be given. Thiese considerations) more than an 
drawn from the work itself, have appeared to dem&n 
that it should be examined.! 

Mr. JuDSON is a person whom, for several years, I hav 
been accustoined to respect. It is with pain I find myse 
under obligations to controvert what he has advanced. ] 
is particularly painful, that I am to become the instri 
inont of communicating facts which seriously implicat 
his moral character. His particular friends may rest as 
sured that I have bo pleasure in detraction, and that : 
would afford me the highest happiness, could the mystc 
ries of his conduct be fully developed, and the charg 
which in the ensuing pages lies against him be Jairi 
removed. 

My object has not been merely to furnish a reply to Mi 
JuBdON. 1 have designed to exhibit a summary view c 
the evidence in favour of the Pedobapti&t cause. 

My references are to the second American edition c 
the Discourse, published by Messrs. Lincoln & Ec 
HANDS, Boston. 

* " The interest which that eyent (referring to Mr, Judsow* 
change of sentiments) has excited in the Christian community, a 
taehed an importance to this Discourse^ aad cannot fail to stew 
it a general circulation,'*^ (Review of Mr. Judbos^s Sermon i 
Amer. Bap. Magazine, toL i. page 21.) 

t "• I have thought and said," sa^rs the Rev. Dr. Worcestbi 
ui a letter to the author, " that Mr. Judsow's Sermon ought to h 
answered f not so much on account of its intrinsick force, as of th 
extraneous circumstances which serve to give it a currcHcj and ii 
Ihaence, to which it is Hot justly entitled." 



A TREATISE, &c. 



PART I. 
On the Mode qf Christian Baptism, 

i 

Section I. 

PRELIMINARY OBSERVATIONS. 

In the first words of Mr. Judson's pamphlet, 
he informs us that he ** was by education and pro- 
fession a Pedobaptist ;" that ^^ during his passage 
from- America to India, in the spring of 1812, he 
began to doubt the truth of his former senti- 
ments ;'* and that ** after his arrival in that coun- 
tiy, and before he communicated the exercises of 
his mind to atiy of the Baptist denomination, he 
became" an established convert to the peculiarities 
(#• tlfe Baptist faith. — Pedobaptists would glad- 
ly- indulge the hope, that these pretensions are 
sincere — that Mr. Judson was influenced in this' 
matter by a sense of duty and the fear of God. 
They cannot, however, repress the opinion, after 
a deliberate investigation of concomitant circum- 
stances, that his change is, to say the least, a very 
mysterious event. 

His professed object, in transmitting his Dis- 
course ticross the ocean, was X.o IvitvCv^ ''^ \5NSk &s^- 
tant friends in America wilVv a n\o\^ l\^^ •sccA'^ 
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isfactory statement of the reasons of his change, 
than could be made in private communications.'^ 
But his Pedobaptist friends are not satisfied with 
these reasons. They see not how they coild have 
induced his present belief. It is admitted that he 
has advanced nothing materially new, in support 
of the Baptist cause. The statements he has 
made have been made before. The reasonings 
he has employed have been employed before. 
And in the course of his theological education, it 
would seem hemust have known this. The ar- 
guments he has now advanced and pronounced 
conclusive, he must have previously examined 
and pronounced unsound. The representations 
he has now made, with apparently the utmost 
confidence, he must have previously considered, 
and pronounced incorrect. 

It is somewhat remarkable in the case of Mr. 

JuDSON, that he should be changed \o precisely 

I such a point. Having begun to waver, why did he 

j waver just so far\ and no farther ? Without 

' communicating his " exercises to any of the 

Baptist denomination,^' why did he at length 

fasten on those veri/ topicks, which constitute the 

peculiarities of the Baptist faith ? At a period when 

his own circumstances M'ere greatly perplexed, 

and when liable to imagine that some new expe- 

dient might improve them ; how came he to co. 

incide so exactly with those Missionaries among 

whom Providence had thrown him, who were 

now prosperously established^ and engaged in 

their benevolent work ? 

Another remarkable circumstance respecting 
Mr. JuD son's change, is the concealment oj* his 
views from his missionary brethren. He certain- 
ly could not have renounced Pedobaptist princi- 



tJes without a' struggle. He could not have been 
honestly brought to decide, that those ministers 
with whom he had ever associated were not reg- 
ular ministers of Christ ; that those churches 
with which he was connected, on which he was 
dependent, and to which he was under solemn 
obligations, were not regularly constituted 
churches of Christ ; that his reverend father and 
most intimate Christian friends had never been 
baptized in the name of the Trinity, or rightly 
professed the Christian faith ; yea, that he him- 
self had constantly fostered that, which (pursued 
to what he deems its direct consequences) is 
"the most pernicious practice which ever infest- 
ed and laid waste the vjneyard of the Lord" — 
he could not possibly have been brought to such 
n decision^ without a deep inward conflict. How 
strange, then, that the conflict never became visi- 
ble ! that it was neither observed by, nor revealed 
to, his missionary companions ! Here is a band 
of brothers, going, forth with the gospel to a land 
of idols, not only under peculiar obligations, but, 
* it should seem, peculiarly disposed, to maintain 
an intercourse the most frank and open ; and yet 
one of them passes through a scene of the utmost 
nient^ trouble ; dissents from the church order 
of his ancestors, supporters, and associates ; and 
is at length on the point of a complete separation 
from them, and has never made to them the 
slightest intimations of what had passed, and 
Was passing in his mind ! ! * 

• In confirmation of this statement, we refer the reader to the re- 
port of the Prudential Committee of the A. B. C. F. M. for 1813 ;. 
fasefted in the Panoplist for September of the Isarae jear. It ap-. 
J>ear8 from this report, that Messrs. Nevvjpll and Judsoij, with their 
^?e8, left tliis country oh board tlie same ship, and arrived at Cal- 
•atta, Jiine 17, 1812. Messrs. Haxl^ Nutt, and Rick, with the 



Tt would be well if the mystery of this cveri< 
Were now fully disclosed. . It would be well il 
tJie truth would suflfer me to stop here. Gladly 
would I be released from that most unpleasant 
task which lies before me. Impelled, however, 
by a high sense of duty arid of my sacred obli- 
gations to the cause of truth, I must proceed tc 
a disclosure of facts, which, for the honour ol 
the Christian ministry and the Christian name, 
it is with reluctance I become the instrument ol 
spreading before the world. 

It will be recollected by many, that sck)ri aftei 
the intelligence of Mr. Jtzn son's change had 
reached America, it was hinted in certain circles 
that this had been induced by re^entm^t. , Ht 
bad received, previously to his leaving the coun- 
try, a solemn reprimand or admonition from th< 
Board of Commissioners for Fofeign Missions , 
-and the affront occasioned by it had induced hin 
to desert them. Rumours like these at lengtl 
found their way into the East, and reached th< 
cars of Mr. Judson. In answer to them, h( 
addressed a letter to the Rev. Dr. Baldwin 

wife of Mr. Nott, left the country soon kfter, oft board anothe 
ship^ and arrived at Calcutta the eighth of August of the iame jeai 
^fore the arrival of this jatter ship, Messrs. Newell and Judsoj 
had been Ordered away ; and Mr. Newell with his wife had actu 
ally sailed for the Isle of France. He left Mr. Judson, say tb 
Prudential Committee, ^^ withdui antvy knowledge of hi* change.^^'- 
Four days after Mr. Newell^s departure, the other brethren ai 
itved at Calcutta. - They were there in company with Mr. Judsoa 
nearly three weeks, when, on the 27th of August, he left them to g> 
to Sdrampore, for the purpose of being vennursed* His brethren 
even at this tof «wm«7i/, were totally " unapprized of the object c 
Ikifl visit'*' to Seramporey *'■ and received their first intelligence on th 
•ubject, ' two days afterwards, from Dr. MAasHMAN.*** ! ! ! — ^W 
cannot f(^bear adding a word or two more. A letter was written 
about twenty days aft^r Mr* Judson^s immersion, and signed hj Mi 
SLICE, wherein mention is made of what had happened, as a ^^ tr^ 
ing event J*"* Yet witliin less than four weeks of the dale of this lei 
ier, Mr, Rjce had folleucd him / / 
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from which the following is faithfully extracted. 
** I would simply state, that the American Board 
of Commissioners never gave me a repri- 
mand. In proof of this, / can appeal to any 
tf the members. Furthermore, L never had 

THE M05T DISTANT IDEA THAT THE BoARD 
THOUGHT ME DESERVING OP A REPRIMAND. 

When I left my native land, it afforded me much 
comfort, that I came out under the patronage of 
such m^w.'**— -Let the publick compare these 
zolemn and unequivocal assertions with the foUow- 
^% official statement of facts, communicated in a 
letter to the author, by the Corresponding Secre- 
tary of the American Board of Commissioners for 
Foreign Missions. 

Salem, March 17, 1818. 

Rev. and DEAR Sir, 

Your letter, requesting " an official statement 
of facts, respecting a reprimand or admonition 
which Mr. Judson received from the American 
Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions," 
Was duly received, and has been submitted to the 
Prudential Committee, for advisement. 

It is a maxim with the Board, and with the 
Prudential Committee, to be religiously circum- 
spect and tender in regard to characters connected 
with the sacred cause of Missions, and to make 
no unnecessary exposures or animadversions. 
On this maxim they have acted, and still wish to 
act, in relation to Mr. Judson. As, however, 
he has seen fit publickly to appeal to the Board, 
and ** to any member," and his appeal has been 
backed by an earnest and reiterated challenge on 

» 

♦ Mr. JuDSow's Letter to Dr. Baldwin, dated Rangoon^ Dec* 
1«16, iaserted in the Bap. Mias. MagMMVfe, -soV, Vi,^»'^^^% 
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tfie part of his friends, it seems due, in justice 
the feoard and to truth, that a simple and cone 
statement of facts should be exhibited. 

In the beginning of the year 1811, Mr. Ji 
SON was sent by the Prudential Committee 
lingland, for purposes distinctly specified in 
instructions. In that" mission, what he was 
structed not to do, he did; and what he was 
structed to do, he neglected. On his return, 
July of the sanie year, he kept hiriiself aloof fr 
the Prudentid Committee, made no regular 
port of his doings, and assumed the managem 
of matters in his own way. At the meeting 
the Board at Worcester, in the following Septe 
ber, his answers to questions, his con versati 
and deportment, were in the same spirit and m 
ner which had marked liis previous proceedin 

Great dissatisfaction w^^ expressed by ev 
member present ; and it became a very serii 
Question whether Mt. Judson should not be < 
missed. After deliberation, however, it was 
solvedj thai he should be in a formal and sole 
manner admonished. The admonition* w 

ACCORDINGLY ADMINISTERED IN PRESEN 

OF THE Board. Mr. Judson wasmuchafFc 
ed— appeared to yield to the admonition — m; 
concessions, and gave assurances — and was C' 
tinned under the patronage of the Board. 

Yet after all this, "and even after a passage 1 
Ijreen engaged for him, with others, to India, 
the February following, his deportment was su 
that it again became a serious and most try 

* An admonition may have respect either to danger or to actual o§ 

In the latter case, which is the case here, the term i£ precisely oi 

same import as re^tjMxi.-— -^In another communication from the ] 

erend Secretary J be says, '^Mr. JussoK wu oJmniiM andff^ria 
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ijuestion with the Prudential Committee, whether 
he should be permitted to go. And it was not 
without great heaviness of heart, many fears, and 
particular but tender cautions, not to him only, 
but to the other Missionaries respecting him, that 
he was finally sent out.^ 

The sequel is publickly known. The ultimate 
issue is with Him, to whose sovereign wisdom, 
and power, and goodness it belongs, to overrule 
the wayward dispositions and actions of men for 
the advancement of his own glory and kingdom. 

Yours, Rev. and dear Sir, with very aifection- 
ate respects, S. WORCESTER, 

Cor. Sec. A. B. C. F. M. 
Rev. Enocs Pond, 

• " Wliat emotions," says the Baptist Reviewer of Mr. Juiwow^B 
. SetinoD, ^^ what emotions must he have felt, conscious as he was of 
having followed the dictates of truth, and that, if ^ ever there was an 
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prevailing opinion among. his Pedobaptist friends in America^ was, 
/that djortly before he sailed, he received a reprimand from the 
Board, which so offended him, that he resolved to' have nothing more 
to do. with them ; and in no way oould he escape so honourably aii 
.^7 becoming a Baptist P So far from having received a reprimand, he 
^leclares ■ h* had not Uu most distant idea that the BoaTd ever thought him de» 
fcrntjf rfone;* and we are very much mistaken, if Mr. Jvdson did not 
^^*^ high in the estimation of the Board^ both as a scholar and a preach- 

*fi when he sailed from America." b this. Reviewer mistaken, or 

not?— —"To what motive, then," he continues, "can wie attrib- 
ute the circulation of such a report? ff Mr. J. had received a repri- 
mand, he surely must have known it. But he positively asserts th^t 
.^ did nd receive one ; and \ for the truth of his assertion, appeals to 
*Jiy member of the Board.' Is it possible to believe he would have 
.**de an assertion which he knew to be falsa, and which he must 
ka?e known ' any member of the Board' could easily prove to be 
^ke ? If his character had been disgraced in the estimation of hit 
fiiends, by any conduct before, er any change of sentiment after, 
}k departure from America, he must certainly have known that the 
denial ef tC fact so notorious would only involve him in still greater 
,^ii|:iace. We are compelled to believe the report is unfounded, 
from whatever source it originated, we fear it was designed, by at- 
^^Anting Wb change to an improper motive, to cQiiat£x«.ct Vhft vsor 
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To this official and unequivocal statement o 
facts, what will Mr, Judson reply? To denj 
the smallest particular, would be to contradict j 
body of men, which yields to none in America ii 
point of respectability and worth. To quibble ant 
equivocate on the meaning of certain words, woul 
discover the opposite of an honest, humble spirit 
and, instead of exonerating him, would in the es 
timation of the candid confirm his guilt. T^ 
pretend forgetfulness of the fact he has denied 
would present a forgetfulness perfectljc unac 
countable, and excite the suspicion of an attemp 
to impose upon the publick. In short, we se< 
but one course which Mr. J. can dutifully pursue 
He must retrace his steps. The ctcdit of Con 
gregationalism does not require that he should re 
turn to his former sentiments; but the credit o 
religion does imperiously require, that he hurabh 
liimself, and be willing to confess the truth. 

It will perhaps be asked — What connexion hai 
the preceding statement with the subject undei 
consideration? Admitting Mr. J. was repri 
manded ; what influence could this have on* hij 
subsequent change ? — VVe answer ; he evidcntlj 
suspected, were the fact admitted^ that it woulc 
be supposed to have influenced his change ; o: 
' he never would have endeavoured to hide it, by s 
denial' of the truth. — Those who have attendee 
to, and who credit, the preceding representation 
wiliy^ar that Mr. J. possesses naturally a proud 
unstable, aspiring temper ; and none need be in- 
formed, that mortified pride and cramped ambl 

j^ression which tliai change was likely to make on the mimls of thi 
community. Whenever we are satisfied that in this we are mistak- 
en, we shall be ready to acknowledge it," (Amer. Bap. MagUzine 

roL i. p, if6.) Is not this Ileviewer mistaken again ? — We h(^ 

tkc pledged acknowledgment will not be \otv^ Aeb^^ed. 
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tion arc powerful stimulants of r<?i;tfw^^.— How^* 
ever, as the pubHck now possess the facts, we 
leave them to their own conclusions. Those 
who know Mr. Judson best, will doubtless de- 
cide with the most correctness. 

Forbearing to offer any farther remarks on his 
change of sentiments, we proceed to examine 
more closely the Discourse itself. The author 
acknowledges, that " for many of the testimonies 
he has inserted, he is indebted to Mr. Booth's 
Pedobaptism Examined. '^ — We have doubted 
whether this acknowledgment justifies all the use 
which he has made of that publication. Every 
reader has a right to know bow much of any 
work is to be accredited to its ostensible author. 
Can every reader know this of the work before 
us? What are *^ the testimonies^^ for which he 
acknowledges himself indebted ? Are they mere- 
ly the quotations which he has transcribed ? or 
do they include that host of references which in 
some instances we find in the margin ? And for 
how many of these testimonies is he indebted to 
Pedobaptism Examined ?— In short, what part of 
the work is to be accredited to Mr. Judson, and 
what to Mr. Booth? There ought to be no 
foundation for questions like these. The very 
face of the Discourse should completely preclude 

them. There evidently is in this Sermon a 

Rreat (not to say needless) parade of learning. 
VV^e hope it was not Mr. Jud son's design to be 
accredited with all this learning himself; but we 
are sure a great proportion of his readers are in 
danger of mistaking the truth. If he is a rnodest 
man, he will wish therefore it should be stated, 
that nearly all his quotations and references, un- 
Iprs it be those of a verv utoderiv d:.iX^^^x^\.v5sSNar 

2 
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cribed, verbatim et literatim j from Mr, Boo-: 
and others; and that a great proportion of t 
learning displayed in the work is not origina 
his own.* 

If we understand Mr. J. he has somewhat ns 
rowed the ground of controversy respecting t 
mode of baptism. He has honourably abandc 
ed some sources of argument, which in forir 
times have been deemed essential* 

He gives up, in the outset, the baptism of Jo) 
as being a Christian ordinance, rie express 
asserts, that our Lord " instituted the ordinan 
of baptism" after his resurrection, and " when 
commissioned his ^isciples to proselyte all r 
tions." (P. 3.) 

He admits that " the phrase, went into the u 
tery does not imply in itself that the subjec 
were immersed. It is one thing," says he, ** 
go into the water ^ and another thing to be i\ 
mersed^' (P. 9.) 

He also admits, that the being " buried wi 
Christ in baptism," mentioned in the epistles 
the Romans and Colossians, has no reference 
water baptism. In this passage, says he, ** t 
apostle is speaking of spiritual circumcision, a 
spiritual baptism.^* (P. 28.) Hence all the i 
generate have been " buried with Christ in ba 
tism," whether they have received water baptis 
in any mode, or not. 

Whatever the Baptist brethren in Americ 
some of whom have laid very exorbitant strc 

* We had the cniiositj to spend an hour or two in comparing I 
JujDBOif's Sermon with ^^ Pedobaptism Examined^^^ We direc 
dissovered between sixty and seventy quotations with their references^ c 
nearly J&riy references where there were no quotations, which w 
nianifeiUy truiscribed fVdm this learned work ! These quotations i 
references must have cost Mr. Booth m<nre labour than to writ 
AfUo. ABihe credit he has for them^ b crowded into less thai^ tfa: 
fM^JSni/efy and efutvoeeU^ coQttrgicWl liue% \ I 
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oa thege conceded topicks, may think of Mr. 
luDsoN, we frankly confess here is evidence of 
his candour* We sincerely hope his admirers 
will go and do likewise. Let them leave at length 
the waters of Enon and Jordan, on the banks of 
which thev have been so much accustomed to 
stand. Let them cease the very moving but un- 
meaning declamation, which they have repeated 
on nearly eveiy baptismal occasion, about " fol- 
lowing their Lord and Master into the liquid 
grave."* 

Before any thing be offered on either side re- 
specting the mode of baptism, it is important that 
the point in controversy should be precisely a&. 
certained. While this remains undetermined, 
conviction is impossible. 

The question at issue in this part of the sub- 
ject, is not whether immersion is a valid mode of 
baptism : this we may admit. Nor is it whether 
ftis mode is preferable to all others ; for we are 
willing that those who prefer immersion, even in 
our own churches, should be indulged. Nor is it 
whether immersion was frequently practised in the 
early ages of Christianity : this we have no neces- 
sity or disposition to deny. We do not say that 
lieither of these points is questionable ; but neither 

• The reviewer of Mr. Judson^s Sermon in the Baptist Magazine 
^^ considers it a great confirmation of the doctrine^^ he has espoused, 
*^ that its advocates always advance the same argfumcuts in its sup- 
Port. There is no contradiction or collision between them. — Not so,'' 
•Vs he, '' with the advocates of Pedobaptism. Thej are ever at 
^ance among themselves.'*' AVhat one affirms, another abandons. 
—We could Rame a writer (a) in defence of the Baptist cause, who 
Us iaboured hard to prove that the baptism of John was a Christian 
ordinance. This, Mr. Junsorr does not believe. We could name a 
iMUaaber of writers, who have nearly builded their ideas of exclusive 
iiVDersion on the phrases, wtnt into the nater^ buried by baptism^ &c. 
The opinion of Mr. Judsou respecting these phrases has beenex- 
flgp iiia above.*-**^ Happy is he that coTideooie^l^ iSkioX ^^asse^ >S) 
^■■* *i»ag which he alloweth.'^ (B.oia. itiv. ^^ 

(pt/ Rer. Dr. Baljdwis, Editot of lawg. "^wfiw^^* ^ 
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of them is the precise question in - dispute. The 
point at issue is in few words this — Is immersion 
essential? Mr. Judsov contends, that the idea 
of immersion enters into the very ** nature oj 
baptism ; that the terms baptism and immersion 
are equivalent and interchan^eable.^^ (P. 14.) 
He evidently supposes immersion essential to the 
ordinance. This, then, is the point to which his 
reasonings ought to tend. All he can offer, to 
show that immersion is a valid mode ; on even 
the most proper mode ; or that it was frequently 
practised in ancient times ; carries no conviction 
to us. Let him prove, what we -deny, that tw- 
mersion is essential to baptism^ and the controver- 
sy is at an end. 

The burden of proof, in this case, manifestly 
lies on him. His is the labouring oar. *' It is 
not necessary for us to urge one argument,-' te 

ffovt the negative of the proposition in debate* 
t is incumbent on him to prove the positive.-^ 
We are willing, however, to wave every advan- 
tage which might be derived by subjecting him tc 
such an arrangement. We wish to examine the 
subject fairly. And we shall proceed, in the en^ 
suing sections, to prove that immersion is not m- 
sential to baptism^ and to obviate the objections 
which Mr. J ud son has been able to throw in the 
way. 

Section H. 

Proof that Immersion is not essential to Baptism* 

1. The rite of immersion is riot calculated foi 

universal practice. It cannot be administered 

fr/t/t prudence and convenience) if indeed it cu 
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be administered at all, in every situation, and to 
all persons. — Places have been discovered which 
are already inhabited, where collections of water 
sufficient for this mode of baptism would not 
once occur, in travelling perhaps hundreds of 
miles.*— There are other places which swarm 
with inhabitants, where, amidst mountains of ice 
and almost perpetual snow, immersions must be 
inconvenient, imprudent, and often impracticable. 
Yet the religion of Christ will one day penetrate 
those arid, and these frozen regions. Their mis* 
erable inhabitants will yet be baptized, in the 
name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. Will 
they be immersed ? Were three thousand to 
come forward at once, in either of the situations 
to which we have alluded, (and such a scene has 
been once witnessed under the gospel dispensa- 
tion,) would they, could they be immersed ? — • 
The thing speaks for itself. t—~- We may take 
another very common instance. A person is in a 

* See Campbjell's Travels across the Continent of Africa.^-^ 
JXBOMB, who resided m Palestine, represents that couniry as ^^ veiy 
iU supplied with water, and subject to great droughts,*' (Com. ia 
Amos, cap. iy.) 

f The following verjr pertinent and ingenious remarks are extract- 
lid from Dr. Austin's rejoinder in his controversy with Mr. Mkr- 
^Liu (See p. 41.)-r-^Un besieged cities, where there are thou- 
■ands and hundreds ef thousands of people ; in sandy deserts, like 
those of Africa, Arabia, and Palestme ; in the northern regions, 
where the streams, if tliere be any, are shut up with impenetrable 
ice ; and in severe and exteasive droughts, like th<it which took 
place in the time of Ahab ; sufficiency of water for animal subsist* 
cnce is scarcely to be procured. Now suppose God should, according 
to the predictions of tiie prophets, p#ur out plentiful effusions of his 
fipirit, so that all the inhabitants of one of these regions or cities shall 
lie bom in a day. Upon the Baptist hypothesis, there i? an absolute 
impossibility they should be born into the kingdom while there it 
this scarcity of water ; and this may last as long as they live. And 
tliese thousands and hundreds of thousands of Christians must re- 
main an this while, and perhaps die, without having tlie consolation 
of professing their faith in Chnst, or oii«« supping with thieir Diym 

2» 
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low and declining state of health. He loves bis 
Saviour, and wishes to obey his commands. He 
wishes to be baptized in the name of the Lord 
Jesus, and, in remembrance of him, to come to 
his table. But to be immersed, he is sensible, 
would be little better thdn self-murder. Must 
he, then, be debarred from the ordinances of 
die gospel ? On the scheme we oppose, this 
.must inevitably be^ his lot. Can this scheme, 
then, be consistent with truth ? Has the Lprd . 
Jesus, who designed his religion to be universal, 
appended to it, and made essential,j^a rite which is 
so ill fitted for universal practice ? 

2. The signification of water baptism furnishes 
a strong argument in favour of some other mode 
beside immersion. Water baptism is unques* 
jtionably an emblem of spiritual baptism. Hence 
the mode of water baptism may be expected to re- 
semble the mode of spiritual baptism, or the 
manner in which the Holy Spirit is said to descend 
upon the heart. This is uniformly by pouring or 
sprinkling* ** I VfiVLpour out my Spirit unto you. 
t will pour my Spirit on diy seed. I will pour 
out my Spirit upon all flesh. He shall come 
down like rain on the mown grass. So shall he 
sprinkle many nations. I will sprinkle clean wa- 
ter upon you, and ye shall be clean."* — .This 
pouring out, and sprinkling o£ the Holy Ghost, is 
called the baptism of the Holy Ghost.! And of 
this baptism of the Holy Ghost, water baptism is 
the instituted embleitt. How plain, then, that 
affusion and sprinkling are legitimate and proper 
modes of water baptism. ' 



• Prov. i. 23 ; Is. xliv. 3 ; Joel ii. 28 ; Ps. Ixxii. 6 ; U. Hi. 15 | 
fj<ek. xxxii. 25. 

fQwDDf, Act» i. 5, with ii. 16, 17 { wid «• 45} with li. 1%%. 
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In order to evade this argument, Mr. J. seems 
to suppose that none were ever baptized with the 
Holy Ghost, except on the diiy of Pentecost ; and 
that at this time the Spirit was so copiously pour- 
ed out, that believers were really immersed in it.* 
P. 8.) But every real child of God has been 
Mptized with the Spirit* " By one Spirit are we 
aU baptized into one body." (1 Cor. xii. 13.) 
He must prove, therefore, that every Christian 
has been overwhelmed with Divine influences — 
has been immersed in the Spirit, as he shrewdly 
enough supposes the favoured multitude were on 
the day of Pentecost ; or he has done nothing 
towards invalidating the argument he has called 
in question. 

3. " The word which denotes the ordinance of 
baptism" does not **. uniformly 3ignify immer- 
sion." — ^We agree with Mr. J. that the whole 
controversy respecting the mode of baptism rests 
very materially on die meaning of this word. 
** Had the Greek word jSairlilfw been translated in 
the English version of the New Testament, there 
would have been no dispute among English read- 
ers concerning its import." (P. 3.)— Why then, 
we ask, was it not translated ? On the scheme 
of Mr. J. no answer can be given to this inquiry, 
which will not be a reflection on the translators. 
Will he say they did not know the import of this 
word ? Then they were inadequate to their great 
undertaking. Will he say that, knowing it, they 
chose not to give it ? Then they weakly shrunk 
irom the duty assigned them, and are in a degree 
chargeable with all the evU that has ensued. 

*Hpw long muflt the Spirit be poured upon a pereeii before he cam 
^ said to be immersed in it ? To be immersed in a Huid is (i»« 

Bteiyi) to be j^n^d m^ it, uad not sorely tQ bt QQ^^^^>k>K V^V 
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Why was not this Greek word translated f 
the ground we have taken, the whole matt 
plain. It was because the translators knew c 
word in the English language which preci 
answered to it in signification. They did 
render it immerse^ because they knew it did 
uniformly signify . immerse. And they did 
render it sprinkle, because they knew it did 
uniformly signify sprinkle. They rather pn 
rcdi by transcribing the word, to leave it as ^ 
found it, and thus leave everv one at libert 
practise that mode of baptism which he estee 
the''best. The fact, that not only the transh 
of our Bible, but translators and lexicograp 
generally, have chosen to transcribe, rather 
translate this word, is proof conclusive that 
have not considered it as uniformly implying 
mersion.* 

There are three sources from which light 
be gained, in regard to the signification of di 
ted terms, viz. etymology , authority, and get. 
use. ^ 

It is certain, from the etymology of the G 
word P»ifli^t9, that it does not uniformly de 
immersion. It is confessedly a derivative i 
the word fixiflm. This latter does not always 
nifv immerse. The learned author of Letten 
dressed to Bishop H^adley in defence of 2 
baptist principles, expressly concedes, *' 
j3«t1» signifies to sprinkle,'*^ and that it " is 
used in the Septuagint in any one place, w 
the very frequent ceremony of washing the w 
body occurs*"t — It is evidently used in the 1 

^ B«9i7/i^«, in the lan^age of IcKiJLsro, i« rendere<} iki 
€li$nstn (Roln&BOQ^i Hist, of Bap. p. 17.) 

t i«etten, pp. 27, 2ia« 
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uagint in a number of places, where it cannot 
lenote immersion. 

Lev. xiv. 6. " As for the living bird, he 
the priest) shall take it, and the cedar wood, and^ 
he scarlet, and the hyssop, and shall (l3«x|/#i) tinge 
hem in the blood of the bird that was killed." 
kVere all these articles immersed in the blood of 
3ne dead bird ? 

£z£K. xxiii. 14, 15. •* When she saw the 

images of the Chaldeans exceeding in dyed 

[irafi§A»i(\a) attire upon their heads," &c. Are 
Qot the ideas of dyings and of immersion^ perfectly 
distinct ? 

Dan. v. 21. " His body was wet (ISa^) 
with the dew of heaven."* Was the body of 
Nebuchadnezzar itnti^ersed with the dew ? or 
was it not rather sprinkled with it ? 

Other Greek writers furnish us with many in* 
stances wherein jSatIw cannot denote a total im« 
mersion. 

Ho K £ R • "The lake was tinged (ICaWIflo) with 
the purple blood."t 

Aristophanes. "He," Magnes, "used the 
Lydian musick, and shaved his face, (|3a7r1o/A»of) 
smearing it with tawny washes."^ 

Aristotle speaks of a substance, which 
^* being pressed (Pa7rl«) staineth the hand. "J 

Mr. Walker quotes the following sentence 
from ScHREVELius' and Robinson's Lexicons. 
" He indeed ((3avl«) baptizeth the bottle, but it 
never goeth under the liquid water."t — In view of 
these examples, to which others might be added, 

* See also Job ix, 31 ; Matth. xxvi. 23 ; Rev. xix. 13, 
t In Reed's Apology^ p. 118. 
f In JEIjPWAJELPB^e CMid\dK^wQta^^<i,^*^x 
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how much weight can be attached to the unsup- 
ported assertions of Mr. J* that ^^ immersion is ai 
much the appropriate meaning of the Greek word 
|3atir7«j as of the English word dip or immerse ;" 
and that " the inspired penmen have used no other 
word beside this and its derivatives to convey the 
idea of immersion, nor have ever used this word 
in any other sense.*' (P. 3.) 

Mr. J. supposes that (l3ax1/5») " the word deno- 
ting baptism, is derived from the verbal of tUs 
primitive word ((3«ir1«) by a change m the termi- 
nation which never affects the primary idea.'? 
He supposes, therefore, that jSotTrlt'^w as stronglf 
implies immersion as |3a7fl«. (Pp. 3, 4.)— Wc 
have proved that |3a7r7ci) does not always signify 
immerse. Hence, were wc to admit the justice 
of his criticism, the conclusion would be entirely 
in our favour. It would be proved that jSaW?*!^*, 
the word denoting baptism, did not uniformly 
imply immersion. Very far, however, are wc 
from admitting this. We do not believe that 
this primitive and derivative are synonymous.— 
To suppose it, as he has done,* is to affect mate- 

* Mr. J. in a note (p. 4.) does indeed labour to establish 
a distinction between &airr\{» and &awrt», " The termina- 
tion J{i»," sajs he, " in Greek derivatives, is precisely of 
the same import as the termination fy^ in English derivap 
tives ;" and " conveys the additional idea of causing or 
making^ Accordingly he renders " fiavrv^ to immerse'; 
^irro;, immersed ; ^«vT»^a;, to make immersed, to im- 
merse,"— But here is either no distinction, or a perfectly 
false one. If ffuvrt signify immerse^ and ffanri^» immersty 
then there is no distinction at all. And to suppose thai 
$»vrtj signifies immerse^ and fietisti^ti make imtrursedj is to 
Bet up a distinction which has no good foundation. Let us ap- 
p}y this Dew rendering ofgavri^^i to tivo or three passages. 
'^^ indeed make you to fee immersed mWi \v«l\.^t.> >a\3X V« 
shall tnake you to be immtrstd wi\\i \ixe WoVj Q(\iq%\. ^ 
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rially the first principfes of language. B^irlii^M is 
not only a derivative, it is a diminutive. It con- 
veys the idea of a total immersion less strongly 
than does its primitive, |3«w/«. In proof of this, 

we cite the following respectable authorities. 
Dr. Doddridge. " In this diminutive and 

derivative form, it (jSairl/^w) may signify any meth« 

od of washing."* 
Dr. Scott. ** The word ^ecirli^ca certainly is 

not synonymous to (3airl« ; but being a dimitiutive 

from it, may, according to the analogy of the Ian* 
' guage, signify to plunge in, or to bedew with 

water, wiAout any exact distinction.^'t 
Dr. Re e p. " Bavl/^w is a derivative, termina- 
j dng ill iif«, and therefore, according to gramma- 
? rianss a diminutive.'^^X 

^ Mr. C. Buck. " Tlie term PavV^a is only 
! a derivative from |3a9rl«, and consequently must 

be somewhat less in its signification.''^ 
Dr. Worcester. " Ba^l/'^w is a derivative 

from fiavlu ; but it is a general principle or rulo 

10 the Greek language, that derivatives in /i^w are 

not limited to the original meaning of their primi- 

, tires, but have uniformly an extended meaning^^ 

We have proved that j3»irl« does not always 

? signify immerse. We have now proved that 

^iiAiCft is a diminutive from it, and less strongly 
\ implies immersion, than does its primitive, |3a(irW 

I with fire. (Luke iii. 16.) " The same is he*, who 

J maketh to. he immersed with the Holy Ghost.", (John i. 

M.) *' As many of us as were made to he immersed into 

Jesus Christ, were nvade to he immersed into his death.'* 

{RiMn. vi. 30 

* Lect. vol. ii. p. 376. + Note on Matth. iii. 9. 

J ApoJogy, p. 127. * Theol. Diet. vol. i. p. 61. 

I Letters to Bald. p. 126. See also Sw^Aii** '•^ Ctv>itfi^\KS^V 
|»lu)B of the Mode of Baptism^^^ ptmim^ 
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Wc have certainly proved, therefore, from the 
etymology of this word, that it cannot uniformly 
denote a total immersion. 

Let us in the next place have recourse to au- 
thority. Let the testimony of the learned be ad- 
duced to prove, that baptism does not uniformly 
imply immersion* 

Alstedius. *^The term baptism signifies 
both immersion and sprinklingy (aspersionem,) 
and of consequence ablution,'^* 

Zelenus. " Baptism signifies dipping, and 
also sprinkling.^^-f 

Beza. " They are rightly baptized who are 
baptized by sprinklivg.^'*^ 

J. WicKLiFFE. ^' It matters not whether 
persons are dipped once, or three times, or wheth- 
er water were poured upon their heads.^f 

Whitaker. "The word jSaxJi^w signifies 
not only to dip, but also to tinge or w€tJ*^\ 

Masthicht. "Baptism signifies washing, 
either by sprinkling or dipping."! 

Leigh. " Baptism is such a kind of wash- 
ing as is by plunging ; and yet it is taken more 
largely for any kind of washing, even where there^ 
is no dipping at all."t , 

Li G H TFOOT. " The application of water is of 
the essence of baptism ; but the application of it 
ih this or that manner, speaks but a circum- 
stancc."J 

Dr. Featly. "Christ no js'here rcquireth 
dipping,* but only baptizing ; which word He- 
sYCHius, Stephanus, Scapula, and Bud- 
D^us, those great masters of the Greek tongue, 

^ • Encyclop, lib. xxv. sec. iii. loc. xl, 

f In itiiED's Apology, pp. 112—114, 
^ Hor?^ U ebraicae in Mat\ii. w. ^ ■ 
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make good by very many instances out of the 
classick writers^ importeth no more than ablution 
or washing.^ ^^ 

DoiiiNicus. " In baptism there is something 
essential, as the washing; and something acci- 
dental, namely, the wasliing in this or tlie other 

manner.^t 

WiTsius. ^* We are not to imagine that im- 
mersion is so necessary to baptism, that it cannot 
be duly performed by pouring water all over, or 
by aspersion.^^X 

Calvin. " Whether the person baptized be 
wholly immersed, and whether thrice or once, 
or whether water be only poured or sprmkled 
upon him, is of no importance.^' J 

Dr. Ow£N. " Baptism is any kind of wash- 
ing, whether by dipping or sprinkling. '*^\\ 

r.L AVE L. " The word baptize, signifying as 
well to wash as to plunge, a person may be truly 
baptized that is not plunged.^lT 

Diction ARV of the Bible. "To baptize 
is^to sprinkle or wash one's body sacramen- 
tally."** 

Glas^ " Immersion cannot be called baptism, 
xmy otherwise than as it is a mode of washing 
with water, "tt 

AiNswoRTH. **To baptize is to wash any 
one in the sacred baptismal font, or to sprinkle 
finspergerej on him the consecrated wattrs."Jt . 

♦ Contra Anabap. in P. Clark's Candid Reasons, &c, p. 130. 

t Distinct, iii. Quaist. i. art. 7. % QGcon. Foedar. vol. iii. p. 392, 

$ Institutes, vol. iii. p. 343, edit. N. Haven. 

II In Heb. ix. 10. T Worlw, vol, ii, p. 432. 

•* Edit. 1661, art. Bap. def, 3. See also BR0ws'^«si'i.CK\»^ws:^"?ii 

Diet, of Bible, in art. Baptism. tVl>W. au\iv,"^%;:^»^.^^« 

ff English-Latin Did, in F.rt. Bap. ^ee ?;Vso Covii^^ Ya\.\:^» 
sod ScHREVELii Lexicon Graeco-Latiiwim^ Vd. ^x^..^«!^» 

3 
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Dr. Scott. **Some contend that baptism 
always signifies immersion; and learned men 
who have regarded Jewish traditions more than 
cither the language of scripture or the Greek 
idiom, are very decided in this respect. ^But the 
use of the words baptize and baptism in the Ncw^ 
Testament, cannot accord xvith this exclusive in^ 
ierpretation.^^^ 

Dr. Adam Clarke. ** To say that sprink* 
iing is no gospel baptism, is as incorrect as to say 
immersion is none. Such assertions are as un-p 
christian as they arc uncharitable.— Those who 
are dipped in water in the name of the Trinity, 
I believe to be baptized. Those who btc washed 
or sprinkled with water in the name of the Trin* 
ity, 1 believe to be equally so ; and the repetition 
of such a baptism, I believe to be profane. 
Others have a right to believe the contrary, if 
they see good."t 

This list of quotations need not be enlarged. 
The authority of men can do no more in proving 
that the word, denoting baptism, does not uni* 
formly sigiiify immersion. 

But it will be said, that Mr. J. pleads authority 
on his side. He has adduced a number of wit- 
nesses, and those from among the Pedobaptists 
themselves, to prove that immersion is essential to 
baptism^ (Pp. 5, 6.) 

In respett to these quotations, and indeed to 
his quotations generally from Pedobaptist au* 

* Comment, in Matth* iii* 6. 
t Comment in Matth. iii. 6, and Mark xvi. 16* See also Don/ 
J^am^ Expos, m Acts viii. 38 ; Hevrt^s Comment* in Rom. ri. 4 ; 
•odFooL^ in 1 Cor. x. 2. The following authors I find also refer* 
"^ to, as testiQriDg that immersion is not ewent^ \o \>^\k^iBL>A* 

*». rol. n. p. dQ4^ &c. &c. 
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diors, we beg leave to submit the following 
remarks. 

Mr. J. does not seem herein to have treated 
either the publick or his witnesses fairly. In se- 
lecting small quotations from large works, where 
saving clauses, qualifying sentences, &c. are 
omitted, authors may easily be made to speak a 
language which they never intended, and unfair 
impressions may be left on the publick mind. 
Mr, J. has left the impression, and we fear he de- 
signed to leave it, that those learned men, whose 
testimony he has adduced, really supposed im- 
xnersion the only valid baptism. He ought to 
have known and to have acknowledged the con- 
trary. We certainly know* that a number of 
his witnesses, and we seriously believe that all of 
tliem, considered baptism perfectly valid, when 
performed by pouring, washing, or sprinkling. 
Mr. Booth, from whom nearly all the quotaflons 
of Mr. J. in this place as well as others, are ser- 
vilely copied, particularly " desired his reader to 
observe, that no inconsiderable part of these 
learned authors have asserted, that the word bap- 
tism signifies pouring or sprinklings as Well as 
immersion."! Mr. Booth's treatment of his 
witnesses has been generally reprobated as unfair ; 
but in comparison with that of Mr. J. it was can- 
dour itself. This latter gentleman has tafken up 
the writings of the dead, separated from them 
sentences which they perhaps incautiously drop- 
ped, and spread these before the world as their 
prevailing sentiments. He has thus tortured 
those who can no longer speak for themselves, to 
utter a language which they never intended. If 

• Compare the authors we have qnoted iixi(y.i^«rK^^ Vi^^r>fi^'^«*« 
JIfr.J, baM quoted^ p. 5. "t Va^vxsT^ k^^^s«%^*'^'^'' 
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he has allowed them to declare what they con- 
sidered the truth, he has not allowed them to de- 
clare what they considered the whole truth.— 
With these things in view, the quotations of Mr. 
J. on which he seems to have so much relied, 
have lost all their force. The question between 
him and us, is not whether immersion be baptism, 
or whether this mode be preferable to any other ; 
but, Is it essential ? With united voice, his wit- 
nesses will answer, Ab ; and thus answering, they 
instantly desert him, and stand arrayed on the 
other side. 

Mr, J. supposes his quotations the more con- 
vincing and forcible, because they have been 
chiefly taken from " Pedobaptist authors."— 
** Their concessions," says he, " could not have 
been influenced by attachment to their religious 
system, but must have resulted from a conviction 
of truth alone." (P. 5.) With equal justice, he 
might have reasoned farther. He might have 
said within himself — " These learned men, not- 
withstanding their concessions, persist in the 
practice of infant baptism, and in baptizing oth- 
erwise than by immersion. They must be sup- 
posed to have reasons which satisfy their minds. 
They must be supposed to have strong reasons, 
which their concessions do not afiect. They 
must be supposed to consider Pedobaptist prin- 
ciples so solidly Jbuiidcdj that they can safely give 
up to us mgre ground than we had reason to an- 
ticipate. And are not these learned characters 
capable of determining whether their principles 
are solidly founded or not ?" — In short, had Mr. 
J. reasoned as far as he might have done, from the 
&ct that his witnesses are chkfty Pedobaptists, he 
ivould have $eeii in this fact, uoXXVv^ \nc»5«av^^'s. ^\ 
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their fortress, but presumptive evidence of its 
impregnable strengtri** 

We now pass to consider the import of the 
term (Savltl^w, as exhibited in its general use. It 
is certainly used, by writers sacred and profane, 
to signify something less than a total immersion 
in water. 

Porphyry mentions " a river in India, into 
which if an oflfender enters, or attempts to puss 
through it, he is immediately baptized up to his 
head."t I^ this instance ^-rrV^ta evidently cannot 
signify immersion. 

Mr. Sydenham quotes the following sentence, 
as delivered by the oracle— *'uSa/?rir^ (Paxli'^c) 
the bottle ; but it ianot right to plunge it wholly 
under water. "J Here, again, (3aVI/^« cannot sig- 
nify immersion. 

Origen, speaking to the Pharisees of the 
wood on the altar, over which water was profuse- 
ly poured at the command of Elijah, (sec 2 Kings 
xviii. 23,) expressly says that this wood was bap^ 
tized.) This term, then, was used by Or re en, 
one of the earliest Christian fathers, to signify 
pouring. 

EusEBius mentions a fountain near the church 
at Tyre, where the people washed, previous to 
their entering the temple. This washing, he ob- 
serves, ** resembled baptism.^ ^\ 

* The author is certain that this remark will correctlj apply to 
fie at least of tlpse whom Mr. J. has quoted, (p. 28X— he means hvi 
learned and revered instructer, Dr. Emmoits. If this distinguished 
diyine has conceded some things which he perhaps need not, in re- 
gard t« the suhstitution of baptism for circumcisiaa, his disKJeming 
mind still sees ampi^ reasons to justify him in thebelief and prac^ 
Uce of Pedobaptism. 

f B*7rl«^£lfl» fJ^^XJl^ Xf^aXilf . See Reed's A\)o1. ^. 117. 
fin Rbed'9 Apology, p, 117. k ^ec K^^^civ, \.<i \^t. ^ ks^I^v 
ReHectJont on GAhifs, \ H\ai. ^c»\^* t.* ^^» ^^' 
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<* It was a common expression of the ancient 
fathers, concerning the martyrs who had shed 
their blood in bearing witness to the Christian 
faith, that they were baptized with their own 
blood."* Were they actually immersed in their 
own blood ? Or were their bodies merely tinged 
or wetted with it ? 

The aposde Paul informs us, that the whole 
congregation of Israel " were baptized unio^osc^^ 
in the cloud, and in the sea." (1 Cor. x. 2.) If 
it is difficult to say how these persons were bap- 
tized, it is not difficult to say liow they were not. 
The bottom of the sea was made dry ground be- 
fore them, and they walked through the midst of 
it with unwetted feet. (Ex. xiv. 21 — 29.) It is 
hence absolutely certain^ that they were not im* 
mersed in water.— ^r. J. may tell us of the pr6- 
priety of " representing their situation, with the 
sea on each side, and the cloud covering them, as 
an immersion in the cloud and in the sea ;" (p. 8.) 
but if he can clearly explain how they could be 
immersed in the wavcs^ while they were securely 
walking on dry ground^ we shall doubtless con- 
sider him a very extraordinary writer. 

The apostle also informs us, that the service of 
the sanctuary under the former dispensation con- 
sisted, among other things, in ''divers washings'* 
or (i3a^1iV/A«?) baptisms. (Heb. ix. 10.) The mode 
of these baptims is clearly taught in the context. 
He proceeds directly to state, that the unclean 
were then sprinkled with the blood of bulls and of 
goats ; that * * Moses took the blood of calves, 
and of goals, with water, and scarlet wool, and 
hyssop, and sprinkled both the book and all tho^ 

fJI^XMZNWAY^ in IC^^H Apology^ p, 165, 
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people;" and that "he likewise sprinkled \yith 
the blood, the tabernacle, and all the vessels of 
the ministry." Is it not then evident, that, by 
divers baptisms^ the apostle intended these divers 
sprinklings ? Or, if we suppose him to refer to 
the Jewish purifications generally, some of which 
consisted in bathing, he must have referred to 
their sprinklings as well as bathings, and must 
have used the word baptisms to denote other 
modes of applying water, than a total immersion. 

Mr. J. replies^ that " since numerous immer- 
sions were prescribed in the Jewish ritual, this ap- 
plication of the word baptisms by the apostle 
J?aul affords no reason for ascribing to it any oth- 
er beside its usual import." (P. 7.) Is it then 
sufficient, Mr. J. that immersion, is the usual im- 
port of the term baptism ? This evidently must 
be its invariable import, or your Anabaptist prin- 
ciples are without foundation* And does the in- 
variable or even usual import of this term require 
us to limit, if not pervert, the apostle's phrase, to 
denote merely the immersions which the Jewish 
ritual prescribed ? To say this, is to take for 
granted what ought to be proved, and what needs 
an hundred fold stronger proof than has ever yet 
been given to the Christian publick. 

It is said ** of the Pharisees and all the Jews," 
that ** when they come from the market, except 
they wash, or {^xirlt^wlou) be baptized^ they eat 
not." (Mark vii. 3, 4.) And when a certain 
Pharisee had invited our Lord " to dine with 
him, he marvelled that he had not first washed, 
or (iCfltTilitrdu) been baptized before dinner." 
iLuke xi. 38.) .Was it a custom with all the 
Jews to be immersed before ea\.\iv^^, 0\ $!\\'*^». 
Pharisee marvel that our Uot^ >N^^TL^\\mmeT*^ 
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before dinner ?— ^If the case does not suflSiciently 
speak' for itself, it is easy to prove all that wc 
need respecting it. It is easy to prove, and from 
the highest authority, that immersions were not 
statedly practised before their meals, but merely 
a washing of their hands. 

Matth. XV. 2. " Why do thy disciples trans- 
gress the tradition of the elders ? For they wash 
not their hands when they eat bread J*^ * 

Majrk vii, 3. " The Pharisees and all the 
Jews, except they v>ash their hands oft, eat not; 
holding the tradition of the elders. '^ 

Maimonides. '^A man shall not need to 
wash his hands as oft as he eats, if he do not go 
abroad, or meddle with business, or go to the 
market, or avert his mind another way ; but if he 
ihj he is bound to wash his hands as oft as there 
is need of washing.'^* 

Dictionary of the Bible. **The He- 
brews did not so much as eat^ nor even sit down 
to a table ^ till after they had washed their hands^ 
by pouring water, from their fingers' ends up to 
their elbows."t 

Calmet. " The precise professors among the 
Hebrews washed their arms up to their elbows, 
when returned home from market, or out of the 
street ; fearing they had touched some polluted 
tlung or person. "J 

In view of these quotations, is it not undenia- 
bly certain, that the baptisms which the Jews 
practised previous to their meals, and which the 
Pharisee marvelled that our Saviour should neg- 

* See Scott, in Mark vii. 3. t In art. Purification, 
f Die. of Bible, in art. Baptism. See also Qrotivs, in Pooi«*« 
B^aopsiaj in Luke ju« 38 ; and Stacksouse^s Hist Bible, voL 5, 
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tit, were merely a washing of the hands ? And 
. here not sufficient evidence, that the term de- 
oting baptism is used to signify something dif- 
irent from a total imipersion? 

Mr. J. indeed supposes, that it was a custom 
rith the Jews to immerse themselves before eat- 
ig ; and in confirmation of this, he quotes Mai- 
[QNiDEs and ScALiGER. (P. 7.) His quota- 
ion from Mai MON IDES is not at all to his pur- 
ose. The opinion of this learned Rabbi has 
leen given above. Nor is the testimony of 
icALiGER much more in point. The Evan- 
;elist says of " all the JevVs,'' that " except they 
« baptized^ thty eat not;" while Scaliger 
ices not intimate that dipping prevailed, except 
mong "the more superstitious j&flfr^" 

It is also said by the Evangelist (Mark vii. 4) 
bt " there be many other things which the Jews 
lave received to hold, as the washing, or (jSoMr- 
irjBiBc) baptisms^ of cups, and pots, and brazen 
essels, and of tables." — If it is likely that, in 
rashing, they immersed their small cups, is it atall 
ikely that they immersed their pots and kettles, 
heir brazen vessels and their tables ? Do we find 
his the most convenient method of washing such 
rticles ? And especially should we, if, after the 
evvish custom, we reclined at our meals,* and, 
if consequence, were obliged to construct our 
ables much larger than they are at present ? Ac- 
cordingly Pool determines, in view of the word 
viptism in this verse, that " it does not always 
leaote immersion^ but sometimes washing only, 
ff even sprinkling.''^ \ 

* "Wliich ieanfd on his breast at supper^'' (John xxi. 20/j 

tSvnopais in\oc. 
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The Jews derived this custom of freque 
baptizing their domestick utensils, not from 
law of Moses, but *' the traditions of their 
ders.^^ (See v. 5.) Hence Mr. Judson's re 
ences to the law of Moses, to prove that tl 
baptisms were uniformly immersions, are ] 
fcctly irrelevant. 

Our blessed Redeemer, in view of his 
proaching sufferings, repeatedly spoke of a I 
tism that awaited him. " I have a baptism tc 
baptized with." (Luke xii. 50.) How wai 
baptized? Neither, I apprehend, by being 
mersed in suffering, nor by hsiving poured on] 
the vials of Divine wrath. There is no neces 
of giving to this passage any figurative interpr 
tion ; and a figurative interpretation should n< 
be given without manifest necessity. "The b 
of the blessed Jesus was truly and Uteralit/ t 
tized. He was wet and was/ied witli hi& ( 
tears, and sweat, and blood, when in the garc 
when scourged, and when nailed to the en 
This was the baptism. '^ And in this sense 
passage furnishes decisive proof, that bapt 
may be performed otherwise than by immersi 

To the instances here adduced what will ] 
J. reply ? It certainly is incumbent on him-—i 
incumbent on all who consider immersion ess 
tial to baptism, to show that in each of them 
mersion is clearly implied. Should only one 
cape — should only one instance be found of a 
eral baptistn where there was no immersion^ 
whole Anabaptist theory would be overthrow? 

Mr. J. has offered but one remark direi 
bearing on the point now before us, which 
not beea sufficiently examined already. He 
serves, speaking of paTrK^w — ^^^ Iw ^^wraX\N^ 



35 

plications, this word, like all others, is probably 
used with some freedom* But should a few in- 
stances of this kind be found, would they be 
sufficient to invalidate the frrce of evidence re* 
suiting from the proper and general use of the 
word ? What law will bind the subject, if he is 
at liberty to depart from the proper and general 
interpretatidii of the principal term, and affix to 
it a signification which is drawn from some rare 
figurative application?'* (?• 4.)— In answer to 
these inquiries, it will be sufficient to propose 
two or three others. In what way shall the lite« 
lal signification of a word be ascertained, if per* 
sons are allowed to pronounce every signification 
figurative, which does not precisely square with 
their pre-conceived opinions ? Is not this the 
manner in which the Socinian clears himself of 
the divinity of Christ ? Is not this the very 
course which the heretick and schismatick have 
uniformly foUowed ? And admitting the propri. 
ety of this course, will it be possible, at this day, 
to establish any one doctrme of revealed religion ? 
We have now fully examined the Greek word 
^tufli^tf* We have considered its etymoh^y^ ad<- 
duced respectable authorities^ and traced it in its 
general use. And we invariably arrive at the 
same conclusioa^^zV cannot unijbrmly signify im^ 
Version. This conclusion places sAiotlier on an 
immoveable h^xsi^^itnmersion cannot be essential 
to Christian baptism. 
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Section III. 

Proof that Immersion is not essential to Baptist 

4- ^^ THYs circtimstances 2ittCT\ding the insta 
CCS of baptism recorded in the New-Testamer 
plainly indicate" some other mode besides ** in 
mersion." — Mr. J. adduces these circumstance 
to show that immersion is essential. " John ba] 
tized in the river Jordan^ and in Enon, becau, 
there was much water there* Philip and the ei 
nuch went down both into the water. '^^ (JP. 9.)- 
Strange ! that in examining " the circumstance 
attending the instances of baptism recorded in tl 
New-Testament,'^ he should notice but one sii 
gle instance in which baptism is allowed to be 
Christian ordinance 1 Why did he not consid< 
the baptism of the three thousand, of Paul, < 
Cornehus, and tlie jailer, and show that thecii 
cumstances attending these plainly indicated in 
mersioxi ?-^Let us, however, follow him, and es 
amine the baptism of John. That this great n 
former andr prophet baptized at Jordan and Enoi 
is no conclusive evidence that he practised in 
mersion. The convenience of those multitude 
which constantly thronged him, made it necess 
ry that he should reside in the vicinity of " muc 
water"* — Many circumstances of his baptis; 
seem inconsistent with immersion, and render 
nearly certain that he practised some other mod 
He baptized **in the w/rfer/ze'jj," as well as 
Jordan. (Matth. iii. 1.) He baptized iriM ivate 
as well as in it. (Mark i. 8.) He baptized in tl 

*'^JffucA iTflter" does not necessaTiij \niv^3 deep vj^\s.x, W 
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apcn fields, where there were no accommodations 
for a change of apparel. And above all — he bap- 
tized vast multitudes in*a short space of time* 
His ministry could not have continued more than 
a year and an half. In this period, he baptized 
"Jerusalem, and all Judca, and all the region 
round about Jordan." (Matth. iii. 5.) Some of 
our opponents have estimated, that he baptized 
at least 500,000 persons. In order to immerse 
these in one year and an half, allowing only a 
minute for the immersion of each, he must have 
been constantly in the water every day, for more 
than fifteen hours. Is it credible that he should 
do this ? Especially is it, since we are assured 
that he *^ d'd no miracle ?" (John x. 41.) Is it 
credible, then, that in ordinary cases John bap- 
tized by immersion ?* 

Mr. J. has also noticed the circumstances of 
the eunuch's baptism. Suppose we at once 
grant that the eunuch was immersed. This 
would be merely granting that immersion is bap- 
tism — a point which we have no necessity to call 
in question. We, however,, see no reason to 
suppose that the eunuch was immersed. No 
circumstance indicates it, except it is said that 
both he and Philip went down into, or («V) to 
the water ; and afterwards came up out of, or (sx) 
from it. (Acts viii. 38.) And these they might, 
and probably woiild have done, had the eunuch 
been sprinkled.f 

The baptism of the three thousand next claims 
Our attention. The scriptures afford us not a 

•De. GuiSK supposes that John bnplized bj sprinkHng (See 
Prac. Expos, in Matth. iii. 6. — See also CH-*PLi:r on tlie S^uct^r 
aeuts, pp. Ill— -118.) 

t See HfiisTBt's CommeuVojy oix V\\t \j\wt^. 

4 
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single incident that would lead to the conclusloa 
that this multitude were immersed. On the con- 
trary, they furnish many circumstances which in- 
tlicate the necessity of some other mode. The 
occasion was unexpected; the multitude were 
principally strangers, and had made no previous 
preparation for a change of garments ; they were 
m Jerusalem, "twenty mile3 from Jordan and 
Enon ;" no publick baths had been engaged, or 
could be, as the whole city was violently opposed 
to the Christians ; no mention is made of their 
leaving the place, not even the house where they 
were assembled; and above all — the time was 
^hort. The apostles came together at ^* the third 
hour," or nine o'clock. Besides the discourse 
of which we have an epitome in the Acts, it is 
said they " testified and exhorted with many oth- 
er wordsJ*^ (Acts ii. 40.) Three thousand were 
awakened, convinced, converted, professed their 
faith in Christ, and concluded to be baptized. 
All these transactions could not possibly have 
passed in less than four hours. Five hours 
now remained; and three thousand were to be 
baptized by twelve men. Could they be im- 
mersed ? Bating the time which must unavoid- 
ably elapse in repairing to the water, and making 
the necessary preparations; were each of the 
apostles to be constantly employed, but a trifle 
more than a minute could be allotted for the im- 
mersion of each. — In order to avoid these diffi- 
culties, Mr. J. observes, in the first place, it is not 
recorded that the three thousand " were baptized 
the same day, but that they were added to the dis- 
ciples." (P. 7.) It is recorded that "they who 
gladly received the word were baptized." (Acts 
jL 4L) And were any added to the disciples 
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who did not " gladly receive the word ?" If not, 
none were added to the disciples who were not 
baptized.— -He farther suggests, that, were they 
all baptized the same day, it would not be impos- 
sible for the twelve, assisted by the seventy, 
and perhaps by the hundred and twenty, to ad- 
minster the ordinance by immersion. (P. 7.) 
Were, then, the whole hundred and twenty, fe- 
males as well as males, officially qualified to ad- 
minister baptism ? — The whole chapter makes it 
' evident, that none were employed in this matter 
but the twelve apostles. When Peter lifted up 
his voice and preached, it is said he stood up 
" with the eieven.^^ (Acts ii. 14.) And when the 
multitude " were pricked in their heart," they 
sought for direction " to Peter and the rest of 
the apostles.^^ (V. 37.^) There cannot, there- 
fore, remain a doubt, that the three thousand 
were baptized the same day they believed, and 
by. the hands of the twelve apostles. They were 
undoubtedly baptized in the house where they 
first assembled, and probably by affusion or 
sprinklwg.'\ 

In the baptism of Paul, nothing looks like im- 
mersion, but every circumstance appears against 
it. He had been three days in Damascus, 
"without sight, and neither ate nor drank." 
(Acts ix. 9.) Annanias comes in, and salutes 
him as a Christian brother. Immediately he rises 
up, and receives the ordinance of baptism. And 
after baptism, " when he had received meat, he 
was strengthened." He does not repair to a riv- 
er or a badi, or even leave the room \ nor is it 

* Compare Acts i. 26, with ii. 1. See also ii. 42, 43. 
tWiTBiua' CEcon. of Cov, vol. iii. p. 392. See also RsSP^f 
Apology, pp. 213—219 ; and Dr. T. Scott, in Act* ii. 41. 
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likely that in his weak state he was able to leave 
it; but there he rises up and is baptiaed— 
With the precise mode of raul's baptism we do • 
not pretend to be acquainted ; but we do suppose 
it almost demonstrably certain, that he was npt 
immersed. 

The instance of Cornelius and his family is 
equally convincing. They believed, on the 
preaching of Peter ; the Holy Ghost fell on them y 
and the astonished apostie, perceiving tlie event, 
exclaimed — ** Can any man forbid water, that 
these should not be baptized, who have received 
tlie Holy Ghost, as well as we ?" (Acts x. 47.) 
" Can any manjfbrbid wa^^r"— i. e. that it should 
be brought ? " Is not this the most natural and 
obvious meaning — an idea which the form of 
words and mode of expression instantly and fully 
excite in our minds ? Accordingly there is no 
hint of their going abroad, or of any other prepa- 
ration in order to baptism, than that of bringmg 
a little water into the room. The history leads 
us to believe that they Were baptized, at the very 
"juncture when Peter conimanded it, and in the 
.very apartment where they were then asscm-^ 
bled."^ 

The circurffstancesof the jailer's baptism prove 
. as conclusively as evidence of this nature will ad- 
mit, that he and his family were not immersed, 
" They were baptized at home, at midnight, and 
at the very same hour in which they believed. '''f 
(Acts xvi. 33.) We have abundant reason to 
suppose, that during the whole transaction, Paul 
and Silas never left their prison. They would 

♦ Dr. Osgood. See also Dod,. Fam. Expos, on Acte x. 47 \ and 
TVMiTsxin Joe. 

fDr, JLathbo^^i DUcowae*^ V* ^^* 
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not leave it the succeeding day, till those who had 
unjustly apprehended and beat them, came and 
honourably brought them out. Shall it be be- 
lieved, then, that they left it in a clandestine man- 
ner the night before, regardless of the very strict 
charge the jailer had received to keep them safely, 
and this, too, at a moment when every one was 
awake, and the whole city had been roused and 
terrified with an earthquake ? Shall it be suppos. 
ed that in their bruised and distressed condition 
of body, they exposed themselves to the dangers 
and the damps of night, and went abroad, and in- 
to the water, for the purpose of immersion ? The 
thing is absolutely incredible.*— Accordingly 
Mr. !♦ does not even pretend that Paul and Silas 
went out of the prison* His theory is, that the 
prison was furnished with a bathing place, or 
"tank of water.'* (P. 7.) If the Spirit of God 
had informed us that there was in this prison a 
collection of water sufficiently large, and in per- 
fect preparation, for the immersion of a whole 
family, we should doubtless have believed it. 
But Mr. J. will excuse us if we do not feel the 
force of his conclusion, because the yard of the 
prison in Calcutta, and (as he says) the " prison 
yards in the east, as well as the yards and gardens 
of private houses, are usually,^' at the present 
time, " furnished with tanks of water," that there^ 
Jbre there was, more than seventeen hundred 
years ago, such a collection of water in the prison 
at Philippic 

We have now examined the circumstances of 
some of the principal instances of baptism record- 

N • See Flavel's Works, ¥oI. ii. p. 432 ; and Dr. T. ScoTT^ in 
lets xvi. 33. 

4* 
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cd in the New-Testament, and we are greatlf* | 
mistaken if they do not clearly indicate some 
other mode besides immersion. 

5. Immersion was never considered essential 
to baptism, till the appearance of the Anabaptists, 
in the sixteenth century.* That immersions 
have been practised in nearly every age of the 
Christian church,, and that they have been more 
generally practised at some former periods, than 
they at present are among the Gongregationalists 
of New-England, I see no reason to deny. Nor 
do I see any reason to doubt, that they have 
more generally prevailed at some former periods, 
tlian they did in the days and under the ministry 
of the apostles. Persons have not unfrequently 
been ready to overdo in the externals of religion^, 
while they have done little or nothing in respt ct 
to religion- itself. The Pharisees, not satisfied 
with the yoke of the ceremonial law, must add 
to h "the traditions of the elders," Peter, not 
satisfied with that degree of washing which his 
Master saw was proper, exclaimed — *' Not my 
feet only, but also my hands and my head." (Johni 
xiii. 9.) And some. Christians in past ages, not 
satisfied to be baptized by affusion or sprinkling, 
which is as much as their Saviour requires, must 

♦ Mr. J. quotes the Tenerabld President of the Council of Trent,, 
testifj^ing to the existence of tlie Anabaptists so earl^ as the fourth 
century. (P. 35.) — An Anabaptist is one* who re«baptizes. We frec-- 
ly admit, thtn, that there were those in the fourth century, and have 
been others at different periods, who administ«rred and received a 
second beptism. Some have been re-baptized, because they doubt- 
ed the purity of the church in which th«y first received baptism.— 
This was particularly the case with the Donatists. Some have been 
re-baptiztd, because they doubted the qualificationa •/ the offiur 
who first administered to them the ordinance- In this sense Ana- 
baptism has been practised in the church of Rome. But I can find 
BO instance of a second baptism, because the first was not irrtmer' 
iw», tiUth« appearance of tbeAjiabaptists, iathe aixteenth ccntniy.. 



43 

be plunged completely under water. Yea, ijo^ 
some periods of the church, persons have not 
been satisfied even with this. They must be im- 
mersed three times. They must be immersed 
naked. They must have water applied to their 
faces subsequent to immersion. They must be 
attired in white for a certain number of days af- 
terwards, in token of their purity.* These facts 
are adduced^ to show the proptnsity there is in 
man to perform more than is needful in the ex^ 
temals of religion. It is owing to this propensity,, 
that immersions have, in some ages, more gener- 
ally prevailed than it can be made to appear they 
did under the ministry of Christ and his apostles*. 
We propose it, however, as an indubitable fact, 
that immersion never has been considered essoin 
tial to baptism, till within a few centuries of the 
present time.. We say essential; for this, it will, 
be recollected, is the precise point in dispute. 

That immersion was not deen\td essential to 
flie ordinance in the early ages of the church, ap- 
pears from those very quotations which Mr. J. has 
made to prove the contrary. — It is a self-evident 
truth, that when that which is essential to a thing, 
is wanting, the thing ceases to exist. Remove 
roundness from a ball, and it is no longer a bail. 
Remove hardness from a stone, and it is no long- 
er a stone. And,, on the same principle, if im- 
mersion is essential X.{yh'd.^iism J where there is no 
immersion, there is no baptism^. Accordingly,, 
if the primitive Christians had considered immer- 
sion essential to baptism, when they could not 
have practised immersion, they would have prac- 

• See WiTsius' GBcon. of Cov. vol. iif. p. 394 ; Vossii Dispvt.. 
i. de Bap. tti. 9 ; Dr . Lathrop^s Dis. on Bap. p. 23 ; Dr. Rjb£]>^4. 
A£oL p. 80 ; JuDSOA'^s Sermon, p. 15. 
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tised nothing. Did they pursue this courae? | 
Never — if we mav ci-edit the witnesses of Mr. J. 
He quotes Venema, where, speaking of the 
third and fourth centuries, he says, ^^aspermt 
was used in the last moments of life; where 
there was not a sufficient quantity of water ;'* and 
*'in cases of necessity.'* He quotes Salma- 
sius, testifying that "persons confined to their 
beds were baptized in a manner of which they 
were capable ; the whole body had water poured 
upOnit^" (P. 12.) Here is conclusive proof that 
the primitive Christians did not consider immer* 
sion essential to baptism.. 

But, says Mr. J. " those who were thus bap* 
tized by pouring, were called dinickSy not Chris^ 
tians^ and were prohibited the priesthood." 
(?• 10.) Those who were baptized'on their beds 
in sickness were called clintcks^ from the Greek, 
jtXiwi, a bed ; but was this inconsistent with their 
being called Christians ? Nov a Ti Air was called 
a clinick ; was he not also called a Christian ? 
Could he be bishop of Rome^ the first Christian 
church, and not be called a Christian ? — But the 
clinicks were afterwards canonically prohibited 
the priesthood* Why ? Mr. J. has not explicitly | 
answered this question ; though he is careful we ■ 
should understand it was because they had not ' 
been immersed. He certainly had the means of 
being better informed. The reason why they ; 
were prohibited the priesthood was^ their sincerity 
was questioned* They had not made that open 
profession which was deemed necessary. They 
had not goixe forth in face of a persecuting worEJ^ 
and takfen upon them the Christian niime* " Bap- 1 
tJ5W, in that age of the worlds exposed persons to 
lAe most dreadi ul persecuUotvs \ t^^^vi\aJ\>j ^^lic*:^ 
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unjlcrtook the work of the gospel ministry. If> 
therefore, any person neglected baptism until vis- 
ited with sickness, this neglect of duty rendered 
his character liable to'suspicion.^' Accordingly 
the council of Neocasarea decreed the following, 
viz. "He who is baptized when sick, ought not 
to be made a priest ; for his coming to the faith 
is not voluntary J but frovi necessity ; unless his 
diligence and fidelity do afterwards prove com- 
mendable, or the scarcity of men fit for the ofiice 
do require it."* 

I can find no evidence that either the lawfulness 
or validity of clinick baptism was ever disputed. 
The case of the clinicks, therefore, and the sun> 
of the quotations we have adopted from Mr. J. 
instead of proving, what he intended, that im- 
mersion was in primitive times considered essen^ 
tial to baptism, mcontestably prove the contrar}'. 
Mr. J. has the following quotation from Bishop 
Taylor. (P. 12.) "It was a formal and sol- 
emn question made by Magnus to Cyprian, 
whether they are to be esteemed right Christians, 
who were only sprinkled with water, and not 
washed-oT dipped." — It was no question, then, 
in the early diiys of Magnus and Cyprian, 
MMiether tvasHing be a lawful and val'^d mode of 
baptism. And why was it a question whether 
those should be esteemed right Christians who 
were only sprinkled with water, unless there were 
persons then who claimed to be esteemed right 
Christians, who had been baptized by sprinkling ? 
But let us hear the answer of Cyprian, as also 
quoted by Mr. J. (P. 12.) " In the saving sa- 
^aments, when necessity obliges, and God grants 

•to RjssD^a Apology^ ^, ^M5^ 
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his indulgence, fdivina compendia} the shortesl 
ways of transacting divine matters* confer the 
whole on believers. '' — Had we no other parts o; 
Cyprian's answer but this single sentence, w( 
could scarcely wish for a more formal declaration 
that he did not consider immersion essential 
Happily, however, we have more of his answer a 
hand. ** I would use/' says he, **^so much mod 
esty and humility, as not to i>rescribe so positively 
but that every one should have tlie freedom c 
his own thoughts, and do as he thinks best. Fo 
the contagion of sin is not, in'the sacrament c 
salvation, washed off^ by the same measures a 
the dirt of the skin and of the body is washes 
away. There is no necessity of soap, or of 
large pool, or fish pond. It ia in another wa; 
that the breast of a believer is waslied ^ afte 
another manner that the mind of man is by fait! 
cleansed." Here follows the sentence which Mi 
J. has quoted^ Cy p r i a n afterwards proceeds t 
argue in favour of aspersion, by quoting and ap 
plying these words of the prophet : " I wil 
spnnlele clean water upon you, and ye shall b 

clean."! (Ezek. xxxvi. 25.) After this ac 

count of the matter, Mr. J. is welcome to ever 
advantage he can possibly derive from the testi 
mony of this learned father* And it ought to b 
noticed that Cypkian is nearly the only autho 
of any considerable antiquity J whom he has quo 
ted in this part of his work. 

Hitherto we have examined the work chiefl; 
by the help of Mr. Judson's quotations.'' W 
have. proved that immersion was not, in the prinu 

♦ TJiis ig the traTislation adopted by Doctors Lathrop and Rsa 

f In Reed's Apology, p. 245. 
X Ctfrian floarished within 150 years of the apostolick age. 
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five ages, deemed essential, by those ver}' witness- 
<8 whom he has adduced to prove the contrary. 

The following facts and testimonies will place 
this truth in (if possible) a still more clear and 
<:onvincing light. 

Irenjeus mentions a sect of Christians, who 
baptised **by an affusion of water mixed with 
oil."* 

Lawrence baptized two persons, Romanus 
and LuciLLUS, by affusion.'^ ** A little while. be- 
fore he suffered," he also ** baptized with a pitch- 
er of water one of his executioners. "J 

Nov ATI AN became a Christian about one hun- 
dred years after the apostles ; and when visited 
with sickness, baptism was administered to him, 
according to the custom of those times, by affii' 

sion or sprinklrngyx 

Basilides is mentioned by ExjSEBius as hav* 
ing been baptized in prison.^ 

Constantins the Great, "being clothed 
with a white garment, and laid upon his bed, was 
baptized in a solemn manner by Eusebius, 
Bishop of Nicomedia."|| 

Antiquity furnishes us with a number of en- 
graved representatives of baptism, in which the or- 
dinance evidently w^s administered by affusion.^ 

Stephen II. Bishop of Rome, decreed in the 
year seven hundred and fifty -three, that pourings 
in some cases, should be considered valid bap- 
tism.** 



^ 



* Ad vers. Haeres. lib. u cap. jjlvlu 
t In W. Strabo de Rebus Ecc. cap. xxri. 
X Wall's Hist. In. Bap. pp. 356, 353, 357. 
i Hist. Ecc. lib. mi, cap. iv. 
II Dirnii^s Hist. Ecc. vol. ii. p. 84 ; also Millar^s Hist, of Prop. 
Of Chri«!. Yot i. p. 392. T Hist, of Bap. p. 1 1 1. 

^ Concilia Labbei, touu vi. p. 1650. 
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LiUDGEBUsissaidbyMABiLLONtohavcbap* 
tized a little inlant by pouring on holy water.* 

W. Stbabo, who liouribhtd in the ninth cen* 
tury, considered pouring a valid mode of bap- 
tism, t 

" EsTius, referring to times long before the 

year thirteen hundred, witnesseth that pouring 
had been much in useJ'^^ 

BoNAVENTURE, who was bom abo^^t the year 
twelve hundred, " sailh that in his time pouring 
was much observed in tlie French churches, and 
some others. "J 

The Author of letters to Bishop Ho A DLEY, s 
learned and professed Baptist, admits that " foi 
thirteen hundred years successively after the apos- 
tles, sprinkling was permitted upon extraordinarj 
occasion s."§ 

Mr. Robinson, also a learned Baptist, admits 
that " before the reformation, sprinkhng wsls helc 
valid" baptism, " hi cases of necessity." || 

Pouring was anciendy the established mode o: 
administering baptism to children in the Nether- 
lands. IT 

The form of baptism among the English exiles, 
in the reign of Queen Mary, was for the ministei 
to ** take water in his huid, lay it on the child* i 
forehead^'* &c;** 

Calvin. ** Nothing of the sub^^tance of bap- 
tism is wanting, while the symbol of water \i 

• Ada Sanctcr. p. ii. cap. 7. tDe Rtbws Ecc. cap. 26. 

X In F. Clark^s Scrip. Grounds of In. Bip. pp. IStB, 129. 

k Plaii\ Account, &c. p. 16. 

\ Hist, of Bap. p, 116. Tliis necessity is defined bjDr. LTNDWOOm 

who wrote An. 1420, to be " danger of death ; a state of hostilitji 

fin incursion of thieves ; an obstruction of the road ; a legal dii* 

Jnlit/ ;" &c. Provinciiile, lib. iii. tit. 26. 

1 Vid, Stat. Synod Leo^ineueU^ A.w. t21i7« 
•• See Book oi Tonuft^ &c 



49 

ihade use of, for the ends which Christ hath ap- 
pointed. The substance being retained, the 
church from the beginning enjoyed a liberty of 
using somewhat different rites.^^* 

Zelenus. "Dipping was formerly more 
used, especially in the hot countries of Judea ; 
but this mode was not universally practised, of 
essential to the ordinance of baptism."* 

Zanchius. " As, in a matter of liberty and 
indifferency, the church sometimes followed one 
ceremony, and sometimes the other, as she judg- 
ed most expedient-'^f 

Dr. Wall. "In extraordinary occasions, 
baptism, by affusion of water on the face ^ was by 
the ancients counted sufficient baptism." Of 
this, says he, there are " many proofs.^^ — " In the 
fifth century, baptism was admuiistered in France 
indifferently, by immersion and aspersionJ^^X 

Dr. Doddridge, speaking of the primitive 
ages, says, ** I suppose immersion was often, 
though not constantly^ used.'H 

Pres. Wi L L A R D. " Though iu the primitive 
times the ceremony of immersion was the most 
frequently used, yet in the colder regions where 
religion was entertained, they tisedaspersion.^^W 

Dr. Reed. " We do know that dipping and 
sprinkling were both practised in the second cen- 
tury ; and each practice hath been continued 
from that period to the present time."1[ 

• In Rebd^s Apology, pp. 240 and 113. 
t In P. Clark's Scrip. Grounds of In. Baptism, pp. 128, 129, 
J Wall'8 Hist. In. Baptism, pp. 366, 353, 357. 
i Fam. Expos, on 1 Cor. i. 16. 
II Lectures on Catechism, p. 846. 
t Apol. for Inf. Bap. p. 239. A work which we can heartily t^'C^ 
<nQiuend, and to which we acknowledge oxa^c^N^^ ^'^<6.\jVj \cA.'^Vsi^* 

5 
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Dr. Lathrop. " So farasthc practice of tho' 
ancients is of weight, it proves all that we con- 
tend for. We don't say that immersion is unlaw- 
ful, or a mere nullity. Wc say it is not necessary ; 
that aiSusion is sufficient ; and so said the ancient 
ehurch.^^* 

In view of these authorities, the publick will 
be able to judge of the opinions and practices ef 
the saints of other times, in respect to baptism. 
That they have frequently baptized by immersiod, 
we see no reason to doubt ; but that they ever 
have considered this mode essential^ we positively 
deny. In short, we have no account that im- 
mersion was, in any age, or by any sect, suppo- 
sed essential to baptism, till the appearance of the ^ 
Anabaptists in the sixteenth century, f We may 
safely conclude, therefore, that such an ophiion 
in respect to this ordinance, is not conformable to 
the Holy Scriptures. 

Mr. J. has but two arguments in favour of ex. I 
elusive immersion, which have not already been : 
considered, and, it is believed, refuted. '* Th(5 
idea of immersion," says he, " is the oniy one 
which will suit all the various connexions in 
which the word" denoting baptism " is used in 
the New^Testament."t (P. 9.)— Will the idea 
of immersion suit all these various connexions ? 
Take but a single instance. *^ John indeed bap- 

*Discour6et on Bap. p. 23. See also Dod. Fam. Expos, on 
Acts viii. 35 ; Scott^s Comment, on Matth, ii. 6, and Rom. ri. 4( 
LtGUTFooT^s Horae Hebrakae, in Matth. iii. \ Dr. A. Clarke^ 
Comment, on Mark xvi. 16 ; Hop. Sys. Di^. vol. ii. p. 304 ; and 
Arndii Lex. Antiq. Eccles. p. 66. 

t See Dr. Worcester's Letters to Dr. Baldwiv, p. 123. 

4 A considerable part of what Mr. J. has oiTered under this, bii ' 
particular, is taken verbatim from Booth's Pedobaptitm Exan* 
ined. See chap. ii. pp. 37, 38. He ought to have quoted, and f^ 
CB him credit 



f tizcd with water." (fCanr7i0*0 Wotli. Acts i. S.) 
'- Is it less improper to speak of an immersion with 
water, than of a sprinkling or washing in it ? 
In this argument it is taken for granted^ that the 
word ** used to denote the ordinance of baptism 
has one unijbrm meanings which is applicable in 
every instance.^^ (P. 9.) But this proposition 
really needs proof. We do not believe that 
the word denoting " baptism has one uniform 
meaning, which is applicable in every instance." 
We cIo not believe, in other terms, that there is 
but one valid mode of baptisnin The idea of wet' 
ting J without doubt, enters constantly into the lit- 
cral meaning of this word ; but persons may be 
wetted in different modes, and in each be equally 
baptized. — There is probably no one word 
** which will suit all the various connexions in 
which the word denoting baptism is used in the 
New-Testament." This fact should convince 
us, that no precise mode of applying water has 
been enjoined, or is essential to the ordinance. 

Mr. J. adduces the practice of the Greek 
church, " who certainly understand their native 
language better than foreigners," as proof that 
in[imersion is essential to baptism. . (P. 9.) — 
The signification of words varies with every age. 
This remark is so common, and so obviously true, 
that instances to justify it need not be adduced. 
The word fiotvliQa may not convey precisely the 
same idea to a modern Greek, that it conveyed 
m the days of Homer or of Paul. While, there- 
fore, it is true, that the Greeks "understand 
their native language better than foreigners," it 
may not be true that they better understand the 
Cleaning of this word, as used by the writers of 
the New- Testament. 
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But we deny that the Greeks consider imn> 
sion essential to baptism. Probably this is 1 
mode in which they usually administer the or 
nance ; but they frequently administer it in otl 
modes.* This is proved from those very quo 
tions which Mr. J. has made to disprove it. 
has introduced Dr. Wall, who testifies tl 
" they hardly count a child, except hi case of sic 
ness, well baptized without immersion.'' (P.l 
This necessarily implies, that in cases of sickye 
if not in others, they do count their childi 
" well bapttzedj^'* though they have not been i 
mersed. It implies, therefore, that in their op 
ion immersion is not essential ; and this is all 
which we contend. 

We conclude this part of our Treatise \\ 
two obvious deductions. 

1. If immersion is not essential to baptis 
then for any to be re-baptized because they ha 
n6t been immersed, is altogether unjustifiab 
Baptism is now the seal of God^s immutable cc 
enant. Wherever it has been administered, 
implies that God has promised. Hence the v 
tual language of a second baptism is — " ff^e v, 
not believe bur Maker ^ unless he will promist 
second timeJ^'*\ 

We do not charge all who have been re-ba 
tizcd whh this impiety. Their palliation is, th 
have done it ignorantly. 

2. If immersion is not essential to baptisi 
then for those churches who practise imniei si 
to refuse communion with those who do not, 
altogether unjustifiable. Alas ! what dissensio 

* See P, Claiik^s Scrip. Grpiinds of Iiif. Bap. p. 126. 
t It is submitted, whether a second baptism docs not neccss^ti 
inipl^', a taking vf iht holy name of Gsd in vain^ 
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ng brethren— what schisms in the church — 
t rents in the seamless coat of Christ— »have 
I occasioned by this bar and bone of conten- 
, the principles of close communion ! Bless* 
Eledeemer ! is not the period at hand, when 
tnembers of thine own body shall no longer 
[>m asunder ; and when the children of thme 
house shall be willing to sit down together^ 
te same table and feast of love I 



£KD OF PART I. 



5* 



PART 11. 



On the Proper Subjects of Christian Bapt 



INTRODUCTION- 
THERE is unhappily a difference of opi 
between us and the Baptist brethren, in res 
not only to the mode^ but the subjects of Ci 
tian baptism. It is important, in the very c 
mencement of the present discussion, that 

foint of difference should be precisely underst 
t is not, whether unbaptized adults, who gi\ 
evidence of faith, are proper subjects of the < 
nance. We agree with them that they are 
Hence we agree with them in admitting the 
fbrce of those precepts wiiich enjoin repent 
and faith on adults, in order to baptism. Ne: 
is it, whether those unbaptized adults who 
evidence of faith are proper subjects. We a 
with them tliat they are. The sole point of 
ference between us and them, in respect tc 
proper subjects of baptism, is this — fVeaJ 
and they deny^ tluit those children who' are u 
the care of believing , covenanting parent s^ sh 
be baptized^* 

* It will perhaps be eaid, that we differ from the Baptists in ai 
important point. Tkey affirm^ snd we itfty^ that tk$se believers Wi 
keen baptized in infamy^ shguid be re-baf^xed. But why do thej 
that such should be re-baptized ? Because tbej consider iafan 
tism wrong. And why do we deny that such should be re-bap 
Because we consider infant baptism right. The difference, 
fore, respects infant baptism only ; aQd the fQiat is left pre 
MS f^c hkvt siaWd ijt above. 
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To establish and defend what is here affirmed, 
is our principal object in the ensuing remarks.-^ 
It will be necessary, in some of the first sections, 
to attend to subjects that have rather an indirect, 
though an important, bearing on the point under 
consideration. We claim herein the indulgence 
of the Christian publick. 



SECXfON I. 

The Fi^ible Church of Christ the same^ under 
every dispensation^ and in every age. 

^^ Mj Dove, my undefiled is but one ; she is the only one of her 
Mother." Cawt. vi. 9. 

1. THE identity of the visible church of Christ, 
in every period of the world, may be argued from 
the identity and perpetuity of the r^a/ church.— • 
As a visible saint is one who appears to be a real 
saint, so tl^e visible church, in its most extended 
sense, is a body which appears to be the real 
church of Christ. Can we, then, conceive of 
two distinct visible churches, while we admit the 
identity and perpetuity of the real church ? In 
other words, can we conceive of two bodies visi- 
bly distinct^ which yet appear to be the same ?* 
It is manifest, from the absurdity of such a sup- 
position, that if the real church has been the 
same in all periods of the world, this must be true 

also of the visible church. 

.1. 

♦ Mr. J. adauts the perpetuity and identity of the re^d church of 
God. (P. ^.) He admitBf al80,'that there existed a viii^/« church 
in the family of Abraham. (P. 29. tt alibi.) Still he denies that this 
is the same body as the visible chnrch under the present dispensation. 
(P. 28.) Here, then, are two Jisiinct visible chur^hu ! or two bodit* 
tisi^f di4(iRct^ whkb yet affuar to be ih» sam / 
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2. The visible church has ever been the same, 
since it has ever been a gospel church. That the 
visible church is at present on a gospel founda- 
tion, need not be proved* And that the church 
of Israel stood on the same foundation, is as cer- 
tain as that it was in any sense a church of God. 
For why should God separate any people from the 
world to be his church, and not place them on a 

gospel foundation, unless it were to damn them ? 
lut if the visible church has ever been a gospel 
church, has it not ever been essentially the same ? 

3. The visible church, under both dispensa- 
tions, has been equally the church of Christ. 
Under both, it is represented as the bride of 
Clirist.* Must it not, then, be the same, under 
both? Or, did our adored Redeemer, "oh his 
publick appearance, cast off his anciently beloved 
Zion, notwithstanding her elevated hopes and 
joyful songs, and notwithstanding his solemn 
protestations that he would never forsake her, and 
take to himself another bride ?*' 

It is represented, under both, as the house of 
Christ* That same Jesus, " whose house are we" 
as Christian professors, builded and possessed 
that house or church in which ** Moses, as a ser- 
vant, was faithful." (Heb. iii. 2—6.) 

It is represented, under both, as the flock of 
Christ. He who is now styled " the great Shep* 
herd of the sheep, '^^ is spoken of in the Psalms 
as " the Shepherd of IsraeP^f 

Indeed it is represented, under both, as the 
property of Christ. The same glorious person- 
age who hath " bought us with a price ^'^^ when he 

•Jer. lii^ 14; Rer. xxi.j9, 
tP8.1xxx.l; Heb. aiii.20. 



57 

appeared inf the church of Israel, is said to have 
**come to his oww."* 

But if the visible church, under both dispensa- 
tions, has been equally the church of Christ, has 
it not been, under both, the same ? 

4. The visible church, under both dispensa- 
tions, has professed the same religion* — It will 
not be questioned that the Jewish brethren were 
professors of religion. Nor will it be questioned 
that they professed the true religion which God 
gave them.f '^ Thou hast avouched the Lord 
this day," says Moses, " to be thy God, to walk 
in his ways, to keep his cbmmandments, and to 
hearken to his voice.'* (Deut. xxvi. 17.) I ask, 
then, has not true religion been invariably the 
same ? Has there, since the fall, been more than 
one way from earth to heaven ? If, then, the 
i:hurch, under both dispensations, has professed 
the true religion, has it not, under both, profess- 
ed the same religion ? Hence, has it not, under 
both, been essentially the same church ? 

5. The visible church has been constantly sub- 
ject to essentially the same requirements. As 
God now requires his people to be holy, for he 
is holy ; so he anciently required the same. 
*' Ye shall be holy, for I the Lord your God am 
holy. "J As he now requires his people to love 
him with all the heart, soul, mind, and strength ; 
so he anciently required the same. ** Thou shalt 
love the Lord thy God w^ith all thy heart, and 
with all thy soul, and \'\'ith all thy might."J As 

* Johni. 11; 1 Cor. vi. 20. 
+ Mr. J. concedes tbat '*the Jews, as a nation, professed to rest 
m Chriat." (P. 29.) Dr. Balpwin docs the saiue. Sec bis woik* 
ou Baptisfli, pp. 5J40 and 242. 1 1 Pet. i. 16 ; LcY. m. 2. 

i Marli xii. 30 ; Peut. vi. 5. 
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he now requires his people to believe on the Lord 
Jesus Christ, so he anciently reouired the same. 
Else why were the Jews cut off for unbelief? 
(Rom. xi. 20.) As he now requires his people 
to " do good to all," shun every vice, and *^ love 
their neighbour as themselves ;" so he anciently 
required the same« " Thou shalt love thy neigh-' 
bour as thyself. Do justice, love mercy, and 
walk humbly with thy God."* 

Let us here stop one moment, to consider 
some of Mr. Jud son's assertions respecting the 

Siualifications for membership in 4he church of 
srael. " To be descended from Abraham," 
says he, " in the line of Isaac and Jacob, was 
sufficient to introduce the subject into this 
chui>ch." (P. 30.)— If it was sufncient to ifitro- 
ducc him, it was not sufficient to continue him 
there. The Jews were not broken ofr because 
tliey were not the ^* descendants of Abraham, in 
the line of Isaac and Jacob ;" but " because of 
their unbelief. ^^-"^^^^ Persons of Gentile extrac- 
tion," he adds, " who were purchased by 
Jews, or wished to enjoy the privileges^ of Jews, 
could be introduced into this church by circum-- 
cision. Whether any other requisite to admis- 
sion was appointed by God, we are not inform- 
ed." (P. 30.)— Does Mr. J. believe that a Philis- 
tine, for instance, who continued a professed wor* 
shipper of Dagon^ could become a regular mem- 
ber of that church which, he admits, ^'^ professed 
to rest in Christ^^^ merely by receiving the exter- 
nal n^ark of circumcision ? — In a word, the visi- 
ble church has been subject to essentially the 
same requirements, under both dispensations* 

^Haik m 31 ; LeT. xiz. 18} Mic. ri. 8. 



t 
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Is not this good evidence that it has ever been 
the same ? 

6. Essentially the same promises were made to 
the visible church under the former dispensation^ 
which are made to it now. — God now promises 
his people all needful temporal blessings ; and to 
his ancient covenant people he promised the 
came,* He now promises his church that he 
will never leave her, or cease to be her God ; 
and to the church of Israel he promised the same. 
** Fear thou not, for I am with thee ; be not dis- 
mayed, for I am thy God."t He now promises 
to preserve and defend his church ; and under 
the former dispensation he promised the same. 
^* The Lord of hosts will defend Jerusalem, and 
]>assing over, he will preserve it. "J He promi- 
ses to build up the present visible church ; and 
to the church of Israel he promised the same. 
^' I will build thee, and thou shalt be built, O vir- 
gin of Israel 1 I have loved thee with an ever- 
lasting love."J He has promised to give the 
kingdom to his little flock under the gospel ; and 
to his ancient Zion he promised the same. 
^* Kings shall be thy nursing fathers, and queens 
thy nursing mothers ;" and " the nation and king- 
dom that will not serve thee, shall perish."|| Is 
it possible that the subjects of such similar prom- 
ises should be perfectly distinct ? 

* Malth. vi. 33; Ler. xxvi. 3 — C. 
tMattb. xxviii. 20; Rev. xxi, 7; Is. xli. 5. 
X2 Thess. iii. 3; Matth. ^vi. 18; Js. xxxi. 5. 
i Acts XV. 16 ; Jfer- xxxi. 3, 4. 
J Luke Xli. 32 ; R xlix. 23, and Ix. 12. The apostle Paul fre- 
^uenily quotes the promises made to the ancient church, and applies 
tiiem to the Christian church. See particularly 2 Cor. vi. 16 — 18, 
and vii. 1 . Having quoted, in the last of the sixth chapter here re- 
ferred to, some of the promises made to the ancient church, he be- 
|pn» the seventh by saying — '' Havh§% therefort^ these ^rflnujw^letia 
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7. The church, under both dispensations, has 
been subject to similar discipline. The direction 
of Christ now is — " If thy brother trespass against 
thee, go and tell him his fault.'' Formerly it 
was — •* Thou shalt not hate thy brother in thine 
heart ; thou shalt in any wise rebuke thy neigh- 
bour, and not suffer sin upon him."* The di- 
rection of phrist now is — ^* If thy brother repent, 
/orgive him." Formerly it was — " When the 
offender shall bring his sin-offering, and in token 
of repentance lay his hand upon its head, the vic- 
tim shall be slain, and he shall be forgiven. "f 
The direction of Christ now is — " If the offend- 
er will not hear the church, but continues pre- 
sumptuously obstinate, let him be cut off, and 
become to you as an heathen." Formerly it 
was — "The soul that doeth aught presumptu- 
ously, and will not hearken to the priest, nor to 
the judge, the same hath reproached the Lord, 
and that soul shall be cut off from his people." J — 
Does not this similarity of discipline under both 
dispensations very clearly indicate that the church 
has been essentially the same ? 

8. The church, both before and after Christ, 
has used, in some respects, the same forms of 
worship. We refer particularly to the Psalms. 
These were anciently the songs of Zion. They 
were statedly used in the church of Israel. Nor 
has the visible church ever laid them aside. Even 
the Baptists themselves, who seem so much in- 

oleanse ourselves," &c. IIow could he represent the CorinfhiaB 
cliurch as having these promises^ and as being under consequent obKga- 
liona to cleanse theraselvew, unless he considered tliem the same 
body with the ancient church, to which these proniises were made ? 

^Matth. xriii, 15; Lev. xix. 17. tLuke xvii. 3; Lev. iv, 

fMutUu x\i\i, 17 ; Numb. X7. ?10 , \3^\xt. ^\\\. Vi. 
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lerested to degrade the ancient church of God, 
l^ve never ceased to sing her Psalms. Is not 
here striking evidence that the church has ever 
been the same ? Can those religious bodies be 
perfectly distinct, which can consistently and 
statedly adopt the same forms of worship ? 

9. The visible church in all ages has con* 
«isted of similar characfers, and been marked by 
similar vicissitudes. Both before and since the 
Christian era, it has been made up '^ of good and 
bad members — of real saints and hypocrites." 
Some of the best of men, and some of the worst, 
liave from time to time, under both dispensations, 
been found within the pale of the church. " Re. 
nvals and declensions, divisions and sects, defects 
md excellencies, have existed in it, and been 
:x>mmon to it, in all past ages ; which fact shows 
its identity in each and every period of time, from 
its commencement to the present moment."* 

10. Under both dispensations, the church has 
been spoken of and addressed in simiiar Ian* 
«uage. — Christ said of his ancient covenant peo- 
ple — ** I will declare thy name unto my brethren; 
in the midst of the congregation I will praise 
thee." Of his professing people it is still said-— 
" He is not ashamed to call them brethrenJ*^^ In 
the following language God addressed his ancient 
[jhurch— " If ye will obey my voice, and keep 
my covenant, then shall ye be a pecuHar treasure 
iinto me, -above all people. And ye shall be un- 
to me a kingdom of priests, and an holy nation." 
[n similar language he addresses his church 
flow — "Ye are a chosen generation, a royal 

''!>. Pour JER^s Diss. ai\Bai^sm^i^^.^^^!l^ 
tPs.xxii.22-, H«b.uA\. 
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priesthood, , a holy nation, a peculiar people."* 
God said of his ancient church — " I will walk 
among you, and will be your God, and ye shall 
be my people." He says of his church now— 
^^ I will dwell in them, and walk in them, and I 
will be their God, and they shall be my peo* 
ple."t-— Is not the identity of the church clearly 
taught, in this similarity of language which Gdd 
has held respecting it, in .every age ? 

11. The prophecies of scripture clearly evince^ 
that the present visible church is the same with 
tlie church of IsraeL<«^John the Baptist predicted 
of him who should come after him, not that be 
should destroy J but that he should ^^ thoroughly 
furge his floor." fMatth. iii. 12.) Christ did 
indeed purify his church, but he never destroyed 
it J — Our Saviour predicted, that many should 
*^ come from the east and from the west, and ait 
down with Abraham, Isaac and Jacob in the king^ 
dom of heaven," while ** the children of the king* 
dom should be cast out into outer darkness.'^ 
(Matth. viii. 11, 12.)*-By the phrase, ^^ kingdom 
of heaven," we cannot here understand the king- 
dom of future glory ; for none of the children dl 
this kingdom will ever ^^ be cast out into outer 
darkness." The phrase, then, must denote in this 
place, as it does in many others, the visible 
church. Hence the prediction of our Saviour 
was, that when the Jews, ^^ the natural branches," 
were broken off, the Grentiles should come, and 
isit down in the same visible church ^^ with Abra» 

• Ex. xix. 5, 6 ; 1 Pet. ii. 9. t Lev. xxvi. 12 ; 2 Cor. vl. 16. 
:|: The period of Cbrist^s advent is spoken of by the apostle Paid 
as '* the time of reformation,^'* (Heb. ix. 10.) On the theory we op- 
pose, this most have been to the ancient church a time, not of r^foiv 
mation, but destruction. ReformatioBi aecewarily implies the wttinnh 
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lam, Isaac and Jacob."— In the parable of the 
'ineyard, Christ clearly foretold, that the same 
ineyard, or churchy in which the Jews had done 
wickedly, should be taken from them, and giveri 
5 others* " The kiiigdom of God shall be 
iken from you, and given to a nation bringing 
jrth the fruits thereof."* 

In proof of the same point, we might adduce a 
lultitude of quotations from the prophecies of 
lie Old-Testafhent. Wiioever will peruse can- 
[idly the sixtieth chapter of Isaiah, and indeed 
U the ancient predictions of the in-gathering of 
he Gentiles, will be satisfied that they relate, 
^6t to the building up of a new church under the 
rospel, but to the eiJargement of the very same 
ihurch which then existed in Israel.-- -The force 
»f this part of the argument Mr. J. endeavours to 
vade. " Some of these prophecies," says he, 

* relate to the final conversion and restoration 
rf the Jewish people." Suppose they do ; will 
he converted, restored Jews be distinct in their 
ihurch standing from the converted Gentiles ? 
' Others," he adds, " belong to the true church 
»f God, the perpetuity and identity of whicli na 
aie denies." (P. 28.) In answer to this remark, 
ire quote but one passage out of many. The 
)rophet Isaiah, addressing the church, says— 

* The children which thou shalt have, after tliou 
lasi lost the others shall say again in thine ears. 
The place is too strait for me— give place to me, that 
I may dwell. Then thou shalt say in thine heart, 
kVho hath begotten me tliese, seeing I have hst-my 
'/tii!G&-m,andamdesolate,acaptive,removingtoand 
ro ?" (xlix. 20, 21.) Will Mr. J. pretend, that this 

•Mark zii. 9 ; Luke xx. 16 ; Matth. ui. 43, 
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prediction belongs to the realy as distinct from 
the visible church of God ? Has the real church 
ever lost any of its children ? Has any real saint 
ever fallen away ? — It cannot be denied that this 
prediction relates to xhi^ visible churxh of Israel; 
and establishes the fact, that converted Gentiles 
under the new dispensation are children and mem- 
bers of this very church, 

12. The. sameness of the church under both 
dispensations is certain, from the tleclarations as 
well as the prophecies of scripture. The apostle 
abundantly teaches, in the eleventh chapter of 
Romans, that the believing Gentiles are grafiej 
into the same olive tree from which the unbeliev- 
ing Jews were broken off, and into which the re- 
stored Jews shall be graffed again. — What shall we 
understand by the *' olive tree ?'' Jeremiah, ad- 
dressing the churchy says — " The Lord called thy 
name a green olive tree; fair, and of goodly 
fruit." (xi. 16.) Of the church in Israel^ the 
prophet Hosea says — " His branches shall spread, 
and his beauty shall be as the olive treeJ*^ (xiv. 6.) 
"The olive tree," tlierefore, represents the visible 
church of God. From this, the unbelieving Jews 
were broken off. Into the same^ the believing 
Gentiles were graffed. And into the same, the 
restored Jews will at length be graffed again« 
The sameness of the church, therefore, under 
both dispensations, is in this chapter incontestablt^ 
established. 

How does Mr. J. interpret this instructive al- 
legory ? " The olive tree," he says, " may rep- 
resent the Messiahy as presented in the promises." 
And how did the Jews, as a people, belong to the 



ssiah ? By professions^ he ansu'crs-— " the 
% as a nation, professed to rest in him." 
29.) If, then, he will be consistent, he will 
:eed and say — ** When the Jews were broken 
they renounced their profession of faith in 
istl When the Gentiles were graffed in, they 
le forward, and made the same profession 
ch the apostate Jews had renounced. And 
;n the posterity of Abraham shall be graffed 
gain, they will be re-united to Christ, by the 
e profession.^^ If this interpretation is more 
»urable than ours to Mr. Judson's system, 
s welcome to every advantage he can possibly 
ve from it. We will only insist that he should 
le by it, and be consistent with himself. 

purpose to introduce but one passage more, 
Vapostle, addressing his Ephesian brethren, 
> — " Wherefore remember, that ye, being in 
? past Gentiles in the flesh.....were without 
ij3t J being aliens from the commonwealth of 
\eU and strangers from the covenants of prom- 

having no hope, and without God in the 
Id." (ii. 11, 12.) Does this form of expres- 

certainly imply, that the Ephesians were no 
;er " without Christ, having no hope, and 
lout God in the world ?" It implies, with 
il certainty, that they were no longer " aliens 
% the commonwealth oflsraeL^^ It is precise- 
hat we have not misunderstood Mr. J. is evident from a re- 
immediatelj preceding. He introduces these words of Christ— 
ry branch in me that beareth not fruit, he taketh awa;jr,^ 
I XY. 2,) and says, ^^ This may suggest the proper ioiteipretation 
3 symbolical language of the apostle.^' (P. 29.) His theory 
is, tliat the unbelieving Jews belonged to the olive tree, in the 
sense that fruitless branches are here said to be in Christ ;— 
s, as every respectable Commentator agrees — by profession^ $#• 
, |l£2rsT, DoPDRiDoj:, and ^ott, on Jofanxv» % 

6* 
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1y as certain from this passage, that they were 
now members of the commonwealth or church of 
Israel, . as that they believed in Christ, enjoyed 
the comforts of hope, or adored and served the 
<Jod of heaven. 

Again — There is evidence ivorti fact^ that 
there never has been but one visible church in 
the world. During Christ's publick ministry, 
his disciples were members of the Jewish church. 
They uniformly observed the ordinances of that 
church, and attended on the temple worship. Af. 
ter his ascension, we find them pillars in the 
Christian church. Had thev been cut off from 
one church, and taken into another ? And if they 
had, how, and when, was this done? — Nothing 
can be more evident, than that the disciples be- 
longed to the same church, on the day of ?ente- 
x:ost^ and afterwards, to which they belonged on 
the night wlieii they ate the Passover with their . 
blessed Lord. And from t\i\sfact it conclusive* 
ly follows, that the church under both dispensa- 
tions has been the same. 

It is no inconsiderable argument in favour of 
the identity of the church, that Mr. J. with all his 
ingenuity, and "from all the information" he 
'* can obtain," is obliged to make nearly the same 
observations respecting it, under both dispensa- 
tions. Of ** the Jewish church^^ he say s— *^ it was 
^select people ^^ who ^^ professed to resf^ in the 
promised Messiah. (Pp. 29, 30.) Of the Chris- 
tian church he says, within a few lines — **itis 
^ society composed of select individuals^ pro/ess* 
ing faith in Christ.'' (P. 30.) No wonder he 
seems almost willing to admit, that these church* 
C8 *^may be in many respects alike." (P. 29.) 
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We have now pFoved, we think to a demon- 
stration, the identity of the visible church, in all 
periods of time. 

It is at present called, as was predicted, by a 
new name : (Is. Ixii. 2.) it has been brought 
under a new and brighter dispensation ; but to 
all intents and purposes it remains the same as 
before the coming of Christ. 

We shall proceed, in thq|foIIowing sections, to 
make a number of inferences from this important 
fact. 



Section IL 

77ie Covenant of the Visible Church (he same^ 
under both Dispensations. 

THIS is our first inference from the identity 
of the church, as established in the preceding 
section. The church is indissolubly and essential- 
ly connected with its covenant. It cannot possi. 
bly exist without it. If we destroy the covenant, 
we destroy the church. If we essentially change 
the covenant, we change the church. — These jjo- 
sitlons have the countenance of Mr. J. himself. 
He states that the sameness of the Jewish and 
Christian churches "cannot be proved, by show- 
ing that they are founded on the same covenant ; 
Jbr there is no evidence^^ that their covenant is the 
same. (P. 28.) This form of expression neces- 
sarily implies, that if there were evidence of the 
sameness of their covenant, there would be equal 
evidence of the sameness 6f these churches. It 
implies an inseparable connexion between the 
covenant and church. Hence, would he admit 
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the identity of the church under both dispensa- 
tions, he could not avoid concluding, that the 
covenant of the church has also been essentially 
the same. 

What was the covenant of the church of Israel ? 
Was it the Sinai covenant*? No ; for God had 
solemnly promised to be their Godj and, when 
speaking of them, uniformly calls them hispeople^ 
previous to the promulgation of his covenant 
from Sinai.* — The covenant of the ancient 
church was unquestionably the covenant xvithAr 
braliam. In this covenant, God first promises to 
be the God of Abraham's posterity. Immediate* 
ly after, he begins to call this favoured family his 
people. And in all subsequent scripture, when 
fipeaking of them as his people, he usually annex- 
es some special reference to his covenant dealings 
with Abraham. t— -That die covenant with Abra- 
ham was the covenant of the church of Israel, is 
evident from the Mosaick institutions themselves^ 
The design of these institutions was merely that 
God might establish Israel to be a people unto 
himself, and that he might be unto them a God^ 
as he had ^^ sworn unto their fathers^ to Abraham^^ 
to Isaac^ and to Jacob.^^ (Deut. xxix. 13.)— 
Since, then, the covenant with Abraham was the 
covenant of the ancient visible church ; and since 
the visible church has been under both dispensa- 
tions the same j the covenant with Abraham must 
^ow be the covenant of the visible Christian 
church. 

That the covenant with Abraham strll exists, 
as the covenant of the church, may be argued 
from many other considerations. 

•JSee Ex. iii. 6, 7, &c. 
f See Ex, m ^, 7; Ps, xlm 9\ lAik«\«^^T^In^ 
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It still exists, because it has never been abolish" 
«/• As God established this covenant, and gave 
it to his church, it must remain till it is abolish- 
ed by the same authority. Where, then, is the 
evidence that God has abolished bis covenant 
?vith Abraham ? Suffice it to say, that no such 
evidence exists. No, there is not one particle of 

iuch evidence in ^11 the word of God. Mr. J. 

ndeed supposes, because the ancient token of this 
covenant is not now to be enforced on Gentile 
Delievers, that the covenant itself is done away. 
The token of a covenant, says he, ** is one spe- 
cies of language. The language of the rainbow 
s, There will never again be a deluge." When, 
ihercfore, God prohibits the token of a covenant^ 
le says, " let it be no longer said that such a cov- 
iinant exists.'* fP. 26.) — The whole of this ar- 
gument proceeds on the principle, that in cove- 
lanting, a visible token is csseatiiil. Is tliis true ? 
May not promises and requirements be mutually 
binding, .without such a token ? May not a cov- 
enant exist without it, as well as with it ? Hence, 
}iad God entirely removed every token of his an- 
cient covenant, might he not still leave the cove- 
lant itself, in all its force ?— But, even admitting 
:hat a token is essential to a covenant, may not 
God affix to his covenant such a token as he 
pleases ? May he not, with a change of circum- 
stances, alter the token of his covenant at pleasure, 
md still the covenant remain the same ? Were 
the rainbow to give place to a visible circle in the 
heavens, which God should inibrm us was em- 
blematick of the same, would Mr. J. suppose the 
covenant with Noah vacated ? Would lie have 
reason to fear another deluge? Kvv^\S. Qxt^\i.\ss> 
risioii has given place to uv\o\Slv^x X^^t^^ ^\i^ 
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God has informed us is emblematick of the same, 
has he any reason to conclude that the covenant 
with Abraham lias been abolished ? — On any 
ground, therefore, the prohibition of circumcis- 
ion to Gentile believers furnishes not, in itself, 
one particle of evidence, that the covenant under 
consideration has ceased to exist.* 

That the covenant with Abraham still exists, 
as the covenant of the church, is also evident 
from its promises and requirements. Every cove- 
nant consists essentially in promises and require- 
ments. If, therefore, the covenant with Abra- 
ham shall be found to present the same general 
promises and requirements which are held forth 
to believers under the gospel, we cannot avoid 
concluding, that this is still the covenant of the 
church. 

This covenant holds up a Saviour, as the object 
• of faith; (Gen. xii. 3.) and so does the gospel* 
It contains promises of all needful temporal bless^ 
ings ; (Gen. xvii. 8.) and so does the gospel, 
(1 Tim. iv. 8.) Here are promises of great 
prosperity to Zion; (Gen. xvii. 2.) and these 
promises are repeated throughout the .Bible* 

* Mr. J. more than once intimates, that he considers the cove- 
nant with Abraham still binding upon the Jews. '^ When thej 
shall repfnt and return^^"^ says he, ^^ God will agam renuwtbet his cnt* 
flr«n//^ (P. 20.) Reptntance and refirmatiorit then, will be a virtual ful- 
filment of their part in the covenant with Abraham. And when 
thej have fulfilled their part, God will be fctithful to remember hi», 

' and, as expressed in the next sentence, ^^ he will restore his favour.* 
From this account of the covenant with Abraham, I cannot for mj 
life see, that it is not the covenant of grace. Repentance and re^ 
ormation fire its conditions ; the favour of God its promise. — ^For- 
thermore 4 it appears from the above concession, that the convertedf 
restored Jews will be placed en the footing of the covenant with 
Abraham. Will they not be members of the Christian church ? 
Vf>7/ not their church standing be similar to that of the converted 
Cren tiles / — In shorty if Mr. J. will con8\fttaivtly follow his own con* 

iViMioa rfispectiDg the Abr^humck covenmX^ Y7«\xv\i«a!SfLtk!^i&j»»H 
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{Luke xii. 32.) Here are promises in which 
Abraham saw his title to heaven ;^ and believers 
find such promises in the gospel of Jesus. Here 
are promises of distinguished honour for the seed 
of Abraham; (Gen. xvii. 6.) and his spiritual 
seed find such promises in the New- Testament. 
(Rev. iii. 21.) In short, God here promises to 
be a God to his people, and their children after 
theln ; (Gen. xvii. 7.) and a greater promise nev- 
er has been, or can be made, in this or in the 
coming world. (Heb. viii. 10; Rev. xxi. 7.) 

Mr. J. having quoted the covenant with Abra- 
ham, asks the believer, with an air of confidence—- 
" Is this the covenant which God has made with 
you ? Has God covenanted to ^ve you these 
blessings?'^ (P. 17.)— With equal confidence 
we ask the believer--^" Is" not ** this the cove- 
nant which God has made with you ?'* Has he 
ever covenanted to give you any blessings which 

are not implied or included here? Let us 

BOW look at the requirements of this covenant. 
In promising to be the portion of Abraham, he 
implicitly required Abraham to accept of him as 
his portion. In holding up the Messiah as an 
object of faith, he implicitly required him to be- 
lieve in the Messiah. In requiring of him cir- 
cumcision, he required that of which circumcision 
was an emblem, viz. a renewal of the heart to 
holiness. And he expressly required him to 
walk before him, and be perfect. (Gen. xvii. 
1.)— Has God ever ceased to make these require- 
ments ? Or will he cease to make them of fallen 
^creatures, so long as the world endures ? 

• Compare Gen. xf ii. 8, fjWfck HOa* i2l% ^^ \^% 
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« 

We sec, then, from the promises and require- 
ments, or from the very nature, of the covenant 
with Abraham, that it must still exist, as the cov- 
enant of the visible church. 

To our interpretation of this covenant, we are 
sensible there have been objections. 

Mr. J. contends, that it cannot be the covenant 
of the Christian church, because it contains a 
promise of the land of Canaao. (P. 18.) — How 
did Abraham understand this promise ? That 
hd and his posterity understood it, primarily^ as 
z, promise of the literal Canaan, and of temporal 
prosperity, is conceded. But was this all, or a 
principal part, of v/hat Abraham saw in the prom-" 
ise ? Certainly not. The apostle informs us, 
that " by faith he sojourned in'' this temporal 
" land of promise, as in a strange country ^ dwell- 
ing in tabernacles." And why ? '* He desired 
a better country, that is, an heavenly.^^ And 
" he looked," through the promise he had re- 
cerved, " for a city which hath foundations, whose 
builder and maker is God." (Heb. xi.) Certain- 
ly Abraham saw, in the promise of Canaan, his 
title to the heavenly rest. It will be safe if we 
understand this promise as it was understood by 
the father of the faithful. — This inteipretation is 
so easy, and one into which the mind so naturally 
falls, that it is questioned whether Mr. J, cafl 
keep entirely clear of it in his common con versa, 
tion. .Does not the way in which Israel was led 
through the wilderness, remind him of the way 
in which Christians are led through life ? Does 
he not familiarly speak of the Jordan of death ? 
Does he ne^'tt proceed so far as even to talk of 
the /leavenl^ Canaan ? He \v\\\ tvot^ \\tfi\\^ c^w- 
5^/re eir/aerflbralxam, or us, fox d\^c,oN^TO\^^>KL 
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die promise under consideration, a promise of 
the heavenly world. 

Wc have referred to the promise^ — ^^ In thee 
shall all the families of the earth be blessed"— 
first made to Abraham at the time of his call, and 
first recorded in the twelfth chapter of Genesis, 
as constituting a part of the covenant with Abra-^ 
ham. Mr. J. has followed Dr. Baldwin, and 
others, in asserting that ** this promise is not con- 
tained in the covenant of circumcision, b':t in a 
covenant made with Abraham, twenty-four years 
before." This promise, he allows, is a " gospel 
promise," and " the ever-memorable charter of 
all the blessings whioh Jewish and Gentile be- 
lievers enjoy through Christ." (P. 24.)— It would 
seem, then, that the controversy, so far as the 
covenant with Abraham is concerned, is here 
brought within narrow limits. Were this prom- 
ise to be abandoned, it would not indeed follow 
that the covenant with Abraham was abandoned. 
But if this promise can be retained as a part of 
the covenant, it can never again be disputed that 
tfiis covenant comprises the covenant of grace. 
It will be proved that the covenant with Abraham 
is " the ever-memorable charter of all the bless- 
ings, which Jewish and Gentile believers enjoy 
through Christ." 

It is manifest that God made but one covenant 
with Abraham. His covenant transactions with 
this patriarch are spoken of throughout the scrip- 
tures in the singular form. " The Lord thy 
God will not forget the covenant of the fathers." 
(Dcut. iv. 31.) "To remember hh Ao&j coxic 
nantj the oath which he swatc:. \.o ^sia^^•5cw^' 
(Luke L 72, 73.) ** Ye aic vVv^ OwJi^^^ ^"^ ^^^ 

7 
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eavenant which God made with our fadiers.'' 
(Acts iii. 25.) 

There is as much reason to suppose that God 
made eight covenants with Abraham, as that hs 
made more than one. He certainly appeared to 
him, and addressed him in covenant language, at 
eight diflFerent times.* Nor is there any -thiiu; 
in the subjects on which he addressed him, wlu(£ 
would lead us to fix on two covenants, ratbqr 
than on eight* Those, therefore, who do not be- 
lieve that He made eight distinct covenants with 
him, have no reason to suppose that be fnsidf 
with him more than one. 

It is evident, from the similarity qf those pronh 
ises which at different times were made tp 
Abraham, that tliey all belong to one atd the 
same covenant. The promise of a numerous 
posterity was made and repeated to him, at no 
less than seven different periods, f The promise 
of the land of Canaan was made and repeated to 
him, at four different periods, j: The promise of 
God for his portion was also made to him, im- 
pliedly or expressly, at four different periods.} 
And the promise, that in him all nations and 
families should be blessed, was expressly repeatr 
ed at three different periods. || Can promises so 
similarly repeated, and so inseparably interwoven^ 
be considered as belonging to more than one 
covenant ? And is it possible to form more 
than one covenant from them, without putting 
asunder things which God hath joined together^ 



* Gen. xii. 1 and 7 ; xiii. 14 ; xv. 1 ; xvii. XTiii. xxi. 12 ; 
xxii. 15. 

tGen. xii. 2; xiii. 16 ; xr. 5; xvii. 2; xviii. 18; xxi. 13; VD^ 
xxii. 17. X xii. 7 ; xiii. 15 ; xv. 7 ; and x?ii. 8. 

i siu 2, 3 ; XV. 1 ; xvii. 7, 8 ; and xxii. 17. 
If xii. 3 ; xviii. IB \ uid. xxii. \^» 
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and doing the utmo&t violence to the sacred 
text ?— It will be asked, if these promises, made 
at diflFerent times, comprise but one covenant, 
why were not all of them uttered at once ? — Evi- 
dently they were uttered at diflFerent times, for 
the trial and confirmation of the patriarch's faith. 
Before he was finally constituted " father of the 
faithful,'* and the covenant was sealed, and con- 
firmed with an oath, it was proper that his fiiith 
should endure repeated trials. And it surely was 
proper, amidst these severe trials, that his faith 
should be assisted by repeated promises and en- 
couragements.* 

These covenant transactions were renewed 
bX)th with Isaac and Jacob ; and it is certain from 
these renewals^ that they constitute but one cov- 
enant. In both these instances, those promises 
which from time to time had been repeated to 
Abraham, are brought together within the com- 
pass of three verses. f Mr. J. supposes there 

were two covenants with Abraham ; that the lead- 
ing promise of the one was what he denominates 
the "gospel promise," "In thy seed shall the 
nations of the earth be blessed ;" (p. 24.) and 
that the leading promise of the other was that of 
Canaan. (P. 18.) Let us apply this h}^othesis 
to a part of the fourth verse of the twenty-sixth 
chapter of Genesis. " / will give unto thy seed 
all 4h€se countries ; and in thy seed shall all the 

* The process of these covenant transactions, says Dr. Resd, 
^^'eshibits a most striking and beautiful climax. In the first instance, 
ire see the blessini; confirmed to Abraham and his seed by promise^ 
(Gen. xii. 1 — 3.) Secondly, this promised blessing is confirmed by 
ttoenant, (Gren. xv. 18.) Tlurdly, tliis covenanted blessing is ccn- 
ftnned, ^y annexing the token of circumcision. (Gen.xvii. 10.) And, 

fourthly, by the oath of Almiglity God. (Gen. xxii. 16.)" Rjubd^i 

Apology, p. 66* t Gen. xxvi. ^--4, and xxviii. 13 — 15. 
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nations of the earth be blessedJ*^ According ta 
his theory, here are two distinct covenants— ^cov* 
enants as widely different as temporal things and 
spiritual, as earth and heaven— brought withia 
less tlian the compass of a single sentence and a 
single verse ! If such a theory can obtain credit^ 
no theorist need despair. And it might be ex- 
pected that a person who could spread such a 
theory before the publick, would complain of 
others for •* using undue freedom with* the word 
of God,'^ and " frittering away the plain import 
of scripture.'* (P. 19.) 

From what has been said, it appears to be 
fully pravedy that God never constituted more 
than one covenant with Abraham. And if be 
never constituted more than one covenant with 
him, then certainly the promise under considera- 
tion — the promise that in him alt nations should 
be blessed«*-made a part of this covenant. In- 
deed this is expressly asserted by the apostfe 
Peter. " Ye are the children,*' says he, '* of the 
prophets, and of the covenant which God made 
with our fathers, saying unto Abraham^ And in 
thy seed shall all the kindreds of the earth be 
blessedy (Acts iii. 25.) This promise is here ex- 
pressly quoted as belonging to the 07%e covenant 
which God made with Abraham. 

That this promise is incUided 5s also certain, 
since it is of the same import with some of the 
promises which were made when circumcision was 
instituted. God repeatedly promised, at tbistime^ 
that Abraham should be " the father of many 
nations.'* (Gen. xvii. 4, 5.) He consequendy 
promised, that nations should be his children. 
Is it not a great blessing to be interested in this 
promise — to be the chiVdreu oi Wot^axa'^ W^ 
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possible to be blessed through Christ in any other 
way ? " If ye are Christ's^ then are ye Abra^^ 
ham^s seedJ^^ (Gal. iii. 29.) But if it is so invaU 
uable a blessing to be the seed of Abraham, or to 
have Abraham for a father, where is the difierence 
between the two promises — " I will make thee a 
Jhther of many nations^^ and " Many nations 
shall be blessed in thee ?** Evidently they arc of 
the same import — It is proved, therefore, that 
what Mr. L denominates the " gospel promise,** 
is included in the covenant with Abraham. It is 
hence proved, to adopt his own phrase, that this 
covenant contains " the ever-memorable charter 
(rf' all the blessings which Jewish and Gentile be- 
lievers enjoy through Christ."* 

Mr. Jitdson's interpretation of that part of the' 
covenant in which God promises to be the God 
of Abraham and his seed, is very remarkable. 
Me supposes he was the God " of the nation of 
Israel at large," and the God of all, both good 
and bad, in the same sense. " God is represent- 
ed in the scriptures," says he, "as the God of 
his people in different senses. In the new cove- 
nant, recorded Heb. viii. 10, he is represented as 
•the spiritual portion of his people.' In Rev. 
xxi. 3, he is represented as '•their eternal por- 
tion.' " And in the covenant with Abraham, he 
proceeds to state, he is represented as their tem^ 
jjHjro/' portion. That is^ to use his own words, 
.** the promise imported, that he would multiply 
and protect them,- grant them an abundance of 
temporal blessings, and distinguish them above 
all other nations by spiritual advantages." (P. 19.) 

•See Dr. Rxxd^s Apology, pp. 61— 6C; Dr. Avstix^s View of 
Church, pp. 86—41 ; and Dr, 'WQiMiiaiKB?%\iRXX>st*^\'^.^^^-'^«i' 

7* 
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Not to inquire whether God did multiply, pro*'- 
tect, and bless the Israelites more than some other 
nations, and whether 'on these accounts he was- 
their Gad, in a better sense than he was the God 
of the Chaldeans, Greeks, or Romans ; we would: 
with great seriousness inquire into the propriety 
of thus representing God as the portion of his 
people in a number of different senses. He does 
indeed promise, in Heb. viii. 10. to be the spir" 
itual portion of his people ; but is it here implied - 
that he will not be their temporal and eternal 
portion ? He does indeed promise, in the Reve- 
lations, to be the eternal •p(Mlion of his people ; 
but is it here implied that he will not be their 
spiritual portion ? How^ then, does it appear,, 
when in the covenant^ God promises to be the 
God of Abraham and his seed, that this merely 
impliesthat he will be their^^m^ora/ portion ? 
That this promise secured infinitely more than 
merely temporal blessings — that it secured a res- 
urrection to future life and glory ^ is certain from 
the interpretation of our Saviour. " That the 
dead are raised^.^ says he, *'even Moses showed 
at the bush, when he called the Lord, the Qod 
qf Abrafiam^ and the God of Isaacy.?iud the Gvd 
of Jacob ; for God is not the God of the dead,, 
but of the /ivm^."*— ^And that God would have 
been ashamed to be called the God, of Abraham: 
and his posterity,, in that low sense which.Mn J* 
has supposed-'-'that he would have been ashamed' 
to be called their God,, had. he not provided ifctt 
ih^m vi heavenly city^ is. certain from the apostlo 
Paul. " Now they desire," he observes, " a bet* 
ter country, that is, an heavenly. Wherefore. 

• Xfidce JSf, 37, 38. Sec "Wkitbi: ^i^ «"& ^wv . 



1 isr not ashamed to be called their God \ Jbr 
hath prepared for them acityy (Hcb. xi. 16.), 
Ji short, if God is the eternal^ indivisible sum of 
good,. whenever he promises to be the portion 
ny,-his promise not only insures every thmg on 
whole desirable, but must continue in effect 
time and eternity. 

iut Mr. J. objects, that he \yas not in thiis sense 
God of all the Israelites ; and the promise, 
s interpreted, was not fulfilled.— If this is a^ 
iculty, he shall himself help to solve it. " A 
isal to accept a promised favour,'* says he,, 
ways releases the promiser from hisobliga* 
is," (P. 20.) Now did not every Israelite,. 

was not a saint,, refuse to accept the Lord 
his portion ? And was not the Lord faithful 
lis promise, though a multitude of hypocrites 
jcted him, and went down to hell ? Was he 

the portion,, temporaly spiritual^ and eternal^, 
all who really put their trust in him ? 
f Mr. Judson's interpretation of the promise,, 
t Gq(^ would be the portion of the. seed of 
raham, must be rejected^, it will be asked, 
mt ground shall be taken in relation to this 
feet ? In what sense is God the portion of 
offspring of believers ? — But this is a question 
which Antipedobaptists have no immediate 
kcem, and which ought never to be agitated in^ 

controversy with. them. Let tliem admit 
t the children of believing parents have an in-- 
?f ^ in the church covenant, and have conse- 
jntly a right to its appropriate seal, and we. 

1 then freely confer with them on the nature and 
mnd of this interest. Till they do admit this, 
rt is a previous question^ vj\i\Oc\ ^v&a^ ^:^5^: 
12 off from the one bexe ipTo^o^>^^% 



We have now examined the covenant witli' 
Abraham, and removed the principal objections 
to that interpretation of it which has been given. 
Wc think it certain from the very nature of this 
covenant, that it must still exist as the covenant 
of the church. 

We proceed to establish the same truth, from- 
the concurrent testimony of the word of God. 

The prophet Daniel, speaking of the great ref- 
ormation which should take place during those 
seven years, in the middle of which the Messiah 
should be cut off, has these remarkable words — * 
** He shall confirm the covenant with many^ ior 
one week.'* (ix. 27.) The present covenant of 
the church-*-the covenant with Ahralianiy during 
this prophetick week, or these seven years, he 
shall confirm^ with manyi It appears from this 
prediction, that it was the covenant with Abraham 
which was confirmed with those multitudes, who 
were added to the disciples on the day of Pente- 
cost, and in the first succeeding years of the gos-- 
pel dispensation. 

In his exhortation to the people on the day of 
Pentecost, the apostle Pfeter expressly alludes to 
that promise of the Abrahamick covenant—** I 
will be a Gx)d to thee and to thy seed.^^ " The^ 
promise is to yow, and to your children.^* (Acts ii. 
39.) — Mr. J, can see in these words no allusion 
to the covenant. The promise here referred to,» 
he supposes, is the promise of the Spirit, which 
had been previously quoted from the prophet 
Joel. (P. 22.) — But what reason can be oTOred 
for tliis opinion ? Surely not any connexion be- 

morenMot with iihntham, instead of dcitro)iiig.\V. 
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tvveen the promise under consideration^ and tlie 
quotation from Joel ; for the passages are nearly 
twenty verses asunder, and have as little connex- 
ion as any two in the word of God. Neither can 
it be pretended, that the same favours were prom- 
ised to the three thousand and their children^ 
which were embraced in the prediction that had 
been quoted from the prophet, Joel predicted 
the out- pouring of the Spiiit in his miraculous 
influences. " I will pour out my Spirit upon all 
flesh ; and your sons and your daughters shall 
prophesy^ and your young men shall see vis^ 
ionsy and your old men shall dream dreams ; and 
I will show wonders hi heaven above, and signs 
in the earth beneath." (Acts ii. 17 — 19.) Is it 
likely that the miraculous influences of the Spirit 
were either promised or imparted to all the con- 
verts OR the day of Pentecost, together with their 
childrea ? • And if this should be pretended, we 
ask still farther— //^Aa^ encouragement would the 
promise^ thus interpreted^ afford to the multitude 
to " repent and be baptized ?" It was highly per- 
tinent, in justification of those miraculous ap- 
pearances, which some were ready to attribute to 
mtoxication, to prove that these were merely an 
accomj)lishment of ancient prophecies ; but what 

!)ropriety in encouraging the people \,o repent and 
)e baptized^ by assuring them that a promise o£ 
miraculous powers was to them and their chil- 
dren ? 

Let it be kept in mind, that the persons whora 
the apostle addressed were Jews. They were 
either the natural or the proselyted seed of Abra- 
ham. When, therefore, they were encouraged 
to repent and be baptized, and tKu^ t-vke. bald ^C 
tbc ererJasting covenant, V>y ^^ ^^\N.i\$iK^^^^^ 
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that the promise was to them and their ehUdren, 
how naturally and necessarily would their minds 
revert to that great and glorious promise of the 
covenant — ^the promise made to Abraham, their 
boasted patriarch and father — ^^ I will be a God 
to thee and thy seed J*'* — The passage^ in this 
interpretation, which is the only consistent one, 
affords conclusive evidence of the existence of 
the covenant with Abraham, under the gospel 
dispensation.* 

The same truth is clearly established in the 
succeeding chapter. Addressing the people, the 
apostle Peter affirms, "Ye are the childreaof the 
prophets, and of the covenant which God made 
with our fathers^ sayvig unto Abraliam^ And in 
thy seed shall all the kindreds of" the earth be 
blessed.^^ (Actsiii, 25.) How could tliese per- 
sons be embraced, like children, in the arms of a 
covenant which had waxed old, and vanished' 
away ? 

When the tongue of Zacharias was loosed, oh 
the birth of his son, he " prophesied, saying- 
Blessed be the Lord God of Israel ; for he hath 

visited and redeemed his people to perform 

the mercy promised to our feathers, and to remem^ 
ber his holy covenant^ the oath which he sware ta 
cur father Abraham^^^ &c. (Luke i, 67, 75.) 
Zacharias here speaks, in the manner of the an- 
cient prophets, of events future^ as though they 
were already past. " He hath visited and re* 
deemed his people ;" i,. e. he will visit and redeemt 
them. It is evident from the whole of this 
prophecy, that, so far is the covenant with Abra- 

•See ThA\BiP% Works, vol. ii. p. 455; Bostwick's Vindication^ 
^f Jaf, Bap. pp, J— ^; P^ Clabj£E.^b Caa^OL U^^ous^ ^^- \i!^v 
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bam from being already abolished, it must con- 
tinue to exist, and continue in effect, till God has 
completed the redemption of his people. 

The apostle Paul asserts; that " Jesus Christ 
was a minister of the eircumcisionJ^^ (Rom, xr. 
8.) In what sense can this be true ? Was he a 
minbter under tliat covenant which was sealed 
with circumcision ? Or, was he a minister of 
those persons who were under this covenant ? In 
either case;, it would seem unquestionable, that 
the covenant with Abraham-^the covenant for- 
merly sealed with circumcision, must be the gos* 
^el copemnt. 

^Circumcision, as here suggested, was indubita- 
Dly a seal of the covenant with Abraham, It con- 
irmed to all who complied with the conditions of 
this covenant^ their title to the blessings promised. 
But, says the Holy Spirit, " Circumcision was a 
^eal of the righteousness of faithJ*^ {Rom. iv. 11.) 
[t assured all who received it with right affections, 
that their faith was imputed for righteousness^ 
nv their sins forgiven^ Certainly, therefore, jus- 
Hfication by faith^ or the forgiveness of sins^ was 
me of the blessings promised in the covermnt 
with Abraham. And a covenant which contains 
mch a promise, must certainly comprise the tove- 

%ant bf grace. ^ -Mr. J. follows his Antipedo- 

[>aptist brethren,* in supposing that circumcision 
ivas a seal of the righteousness of faith to none 
3ut Abraham. His reason is'^-nnone but Abra- 
lam ever received circumcision directly from 
jrpd ; and ^^ none but God can seal the righteous* 
less of faith. None but God can declare faith 
mputable /or righteousaess.^^ ^ ^^^>^ >Sx^\sjik«sn^ 

u^w^&ni denVed from BBULAB.iyasiS'^ «xx\\3aS«si^«Nax- 



ing undoubtedly is — none but God can justify the 
believer. None " can forgive sins but God 
only." — This sentiment, we admit, is true; but 
it is not the sense of the passage in dispute. In 
this sense, circumcision Avas not a seal of the 
righteousness of faith, even to Abraham. God 
did not give Abraham an interest in his pardoning 
jnerct/p when he gave him circumcision ; for this 
holy man had been a pardoned, justified believer, 
many years previous to this event. What he gave 
him at this time, was " a seal of the righteousness 
offaithJ*^ It was to be a visible token, not only 
in his flesh, but in the flesh of all those who should 
receive it in a proper manner, proclaiming to the 
world that their faith was imputed for righteous- 
ness, and their sins washed away. It was as 
much a seal of the righteousntss of faith, in the 
flesh of Isaac, or Jacob, or any of the pious un- 
der the former dispensation, as it was in the flesh 
of him who received it directly from God. Thb 
passage, therefore, furnishes conclusive evidence, 
that tne covenant once sealed with fcircumcision 
comprises the covenant of grace, and is still the 
covenant of the visible church.* 

In various parts of the New-Testament, be- 
lievers are denominated Abraham's seed. "If 
.ye be Christ's, then are ye Abrahani^s seedy and 
heirs according to the promise," (Gal. iii. 29.) 
In commenting on this passage, Mr. J. under- 
takes to show, why those who are Christ's, arc 
called the seed or children of Abraham. And 
the reason, he observes,^ is this — " They are like 
Abraham^ in their character and conduct.^'' (P. 
23.) — We beg leave to as\L wVv^lVvfci \Xv\^ V& a. suf- 

^See Dr. IVoacsstbr^b Lettcta lt> "Dr. TiJo-i^Nviw^X*^* v«^* 
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it reason. True believers resemble^oah, or 
or Daniel, in character and conduct, as well as 
iham. If the reason he has given is the 
or principal one in the case, may they not then 
as much propriety be called the children of 
1, Job, or Daniel, as the children of Abra- 
? Yea, may not believers at the present 
ivith as much propriety be denominated the 
renof President Edwards, or Dr. Watts 
d believers in future days, the children of 
Carey, or Dr. Baldwin — as the children 

.braham ? Were it not for the fetters df 

Judson's new system, it would be matter of 
ushment, that he could, in this place, mis- 
the truth. Was it not a promise of the 
nant with Abraham, that he should be " a 
r of many nations ?" or, which is the same, 
believers of many nations • should be his chiU 
?^ When, therefore, believing Gentiles — 
vers of many nations — are in the New-Tes- 
nt called his children, is there any difficulty 
omprehending the reason of it ? Is it not 
festly because they are int-erested in those 
lises which were made to Abraham, and em- 
t(\ in that covenant of which he is the putri- 
d head ? — In this interpretation we certainly 
lot mistaken ; for we have the explicit coun- 
icc and assent of the a|>ostle Paul. Writing 
e Gentiles, and calling Abraham their father, 
uotes for his authority the covena?it with 
hanu " I have made thee a father of many 
nsJ^^ (Rom. iv. 17.) Was Uie apostle cor- 

Vow we, brethren," says Paul, "are, as Isaac was, tliC chH- 
>i" promise ;" or promised duld'tn, (^Gul. iv. 28.) Abraham 
explicit a promise^ in Uic co\eT\'diW\.^ \\v^\.\\«^v<\\N%^at^\!i6SK«k 
be his children^ as he everXkud VWlV^ ^\iQ\A^Vo:^^ v».%iQ«v« 
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rcct ? Then, as long as Abndiam is the father 
of believers — ^as long as they are denominated 
his chUdren'^th!& covenant with him must con- 
tinue in force, and continue to be accomplished. 
Mr. J. slides over this explicit testimony to 
the existence of the Abrahamick covenant under 
the gospel dispensation, by asserting that here is 
only an allusion ; or, at most, the promise of the 
covenant is quoted and applied by the apostle in 
only a secondary or figurative sense. (P. 25.)— 
But what right has he to assert, that this passage 
is merely alluded to, in a figurative sense ? Are 
not words and phrases to be taken in their original 
and most literal sense, unless the connexion ren- 
der some other interpretation necessary ? And 
what necessity for any other interpretation here, 
"unless it be the obliquity of Mr. Jud son's sys- 
tem ? If his manner of sliding over this passage 
be admissible, no real connexion between the Old 
and New Testaments can, in any case, be sub- 
stantiated. A Jew might allege that the suffer- 
ings of Christ were not a direct fulfihnent of the 
twenty-second Psalm, with as much propriety as 
Mr. J. alleges, that the calling of saints the chil- 
dren of Abraham, is not in direct fulfihnent of 
the covenant with Abraham.* 

* The calling of Christ out of Egypt is represented by Matthew 
(ii. 15) as a fulfilment of that declaration of Hosea — ^^ When Israel 
-wras a child, then I loved him, and caUtd my sw out of BgypU^'* (xi. 1.) 
And the fact, that in the sufferings of Christ not a bone of him was 
broken, is represented by John (xix» "36) as a fulfilment of the dec^ 
laration concerning the paschal lamb — ^^ A bone of him shall not be 
broken.^' (Ex. xii. 46.) Mr. J. supposes that the apostle refen to 
the covenant with Abraham, just as Matthew and John refer, in' 
these instances, to other parts of the Old-Testament. (P. 35») — 
Were this granted, the argument would be little impaired. If he 
jbelieves Matthew and John, he belie-vea th^ scriptures they refer to 
wwc never fuJMcdy till they were fvA^Bed Va CYsnaX. "S^^ ^IN^msv. 
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We shall introduce, in this connexion, but one 
passage more. Writing to the Hebrews, the 
apostle says — " When God made promise to 
Abraham, because he could swear by no greater, 
he sware by himself, saying, Surely blessing, I 
will bless thee, and multiplying^ I will multiply 

thee. that by two immutable things, in which 

it was impossible for God to lie, we might have 
strong consolation, wbo.have fled for refuge^ to 
lay hold upon the hope set before us." (Heb. vi. 
13-— 18.) — On this passage, we offer the two fol- 
lowing remarks. 1. Here is explicit reference to 
a^ promise of the covenant with Abraham, re- 
corded in thft seventeenth chapter of Genesis. 
2. These promises, and the covenant to which 
they belong, being afterwards confirmed by an 
oathy are now the covenant in which Christians 
stand. We are informed it was confirmed by an 
oath, " thdL.....we^^^-^pro/essing Cliristians — 
" might have strong consolation." How could 
the confirmation of this covenant with an oath 
afford strong consolation to professing Christians, 
unless this is, in fact, the covenant in which Chris' 
turns stand ! 

We have now proved the continued existence 
of the covenant with Abraham, by inference"-^ 
from its having never been aholishe&^xovci the 

testify, that the facts they relate came to pass, " that the scriptttres 
mgkt te fulJiUed,'''^ (See Matth. ii. 16, and John xix. 36.) If Mr. J. 
will aJUow that the calling of believers the children of Abraham, i> 
in /ulJUment of the covenant with Abraham ; and that this covenant 
will continue in eiSect, and to be fulfilled, as long as believers are 
called after this manner; we need ask no more. — We do not, how-* 
ever, grant that the references in question are similar, Paul undoubt- 
edly referred to the covenant with Abraham, in its primary import. 
The prime import of the promise made to him was, that believ- 
ers of all nations should be hia c\\\ViTeTk, \h^ Vw^^^^'t^'feweic^N 
and of coiuequence no right, to \iiidet?toi^ ^iafc «g^ss?^^Nsw"«K\ ^*«iw« 



nature of this covenant — and from the concurrfnt 
testimony of the word of God. 

We add again, that it is expressly declared to 
be an everlasting covenant. " I will establish my 
covenant between me and thee, and thy seed after 
thee, for an everlasting covenant ; to be a God 
unto thee, and to thy seed after thee." (Gen., 
xvii. 7.) It is also referred to, in the New-Tes* 
tament, as to exist forever. " He hatb holpen 
his- servant Israel, in remembrance of his mercy, 
as he spake to our fathers, to Abraham^ and to At> 
seed forever J^^ (Luke i. 55.) We have more- 
over proved, that this covenant comprises tho 
covenant of grace. So long, therefore, as the re- 
deemed subjects of grace continue in glory, the. 
covenant with Abraham must continue in effect 
It will without doubt be stripped of its external 
appendages^ when these hav« becomie unnecessary,, 
at the end of time ; but the essentials of it will 
remain in full force forever. 

To this argument Mr. J. objects, that the terra 
everlasting is often used to express a temporary 
duratiotu It may be so used in the covenant with 
Abraham. (P. 18.) — The term everlasting is. 
never literally used to express a temporaiy dura- 
tion ; and we have no right to depart from its^ 
literal acceptation without manifest necessity. 
Where, then,, is the necessity of departing from 
it, in the case under consideration ? To take for; 
granted the existence of such necessity, is to take 
tor granted the very point in dispute. Till this, 
necessity can be pointed out, it will be deemed a 
sound argument in favour of the perpetuity of 
the covenant with Abraham, that it is declared to. 
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Section III. 

T%e Infhnfs of believing, covenanting Parents 
are in a sense Members oftlie Visible Church. 

THIS is our second inference from the fact 
already established, that the visible church has 
been under both dispensations the satne body. It 
is not disputed that infants were constituted 
members of the church of Israel. They were 
embraced in the arms of the everlasting covenant, 
md entitled to all the privileges of which their 
ige was capable. If, then, the visible church is, 
it present, the same body with ancient Israel, the 
*hitdren of believing, covenanting parents are still, 
ffa similar sense, members of the church. No 
)erson, who admits the premises, can deny the 
ustness of this conclusion. — The truth it em* 
)raccs is capable of being established by a vari* 
ly of considerations. 

1. Children are still connected in covenant with 
heir covenanting parents. — It is undeniable, that 
he cow tx\2iVit formerly embraced not only parents, 
)ut their children. Its requirements respected 
hem. Its promises reached them. Abraham 
nust circumcise his children as well as himself. 
!le must ** command his children and his house- 
lold after him," as well as pursue himself 
he path of duty. And, on the other hand, God 
)roniised to be their God as well as his. This 
X)venant connexion of children with their pa- 
ints is recognized in every partof the Old-Tes-r 
ament. A multitude of passages to thi^ \jvv:^Q?5a. 

6* 
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might easily be adduced. *-=^But whatever cov^. 
enant connexion children formerly enjoyed, the 
children of believing parents enjoy still. We 
have proved that the covenant with Abraham is 
still in force ; the covenant of the church has 
ever been the same. If the Jewish parent was 
bound in covenant to bring up his children for 
God, the Christian parent is under similar bonds. 
If the Jewish parent could plead a promise for 
his offspring, the Christian parent can plead the. 
same. " The promise is to you and to your chil- 
dren." (Acts ii. 39.) This covenant connexion 
q{ children with their parents fully establishes a 
connexion between such children and the church. 
2. It is evident from prophecy , that children 
must, under the present dispensation, be connect- 
ed with the visible church. It is predicted that 
at a. certain period, probably near the Millennium, 
^^ nations shall be born^ to the church; ^^natiom, 
shall flow to it ;" "the kingdoms of this world 
shall become the kingdoms of Christ,^^ fecf 
Was. there ever a nation or kingdom which conr 
tained no children ? Manifestly these predictions 
can never be in their full extent accomplished, if 
children have no connexion with the church of 
Christ. — ^Jeremiah, speaking with an ultimate ref- 
erence to the restoration of Israel " in the latter 
days,'* says, " their children shall be as aforetime^'* 
(Jer. xxx. 20, 24.) The children of these con- 
verted Jews, whose church- standing will un- 
doubtedly be similar to that of converted Gen- 
tiles, must then " be^ as aforetime," members of^ 
the visible church, 

^Sce pariicuhrJj Deut. n\\» 9, xxx.. ^^ tjaA xxxi. 12^ 13 ; Pi.. 

xjtxviL 26, Ixxviii. 5 — ^7, ciii. 17, 1ft, ctsxv, \,^; "ttoN.'sau'V^^isi. 

^, xxni. 13, 14, xxix. 17; U. x\\v. tS, 4,\\x.a\^\iLN.'2:^% ^«i,TXtt 



»1 

S. That the children of covenanting parents 
are still in a sense members of the visible churchy 
is also evident from declarations in the JVew- Tes- 
tament. — Some of our Saviour's friends, on a 
certain time, " brought unto him infants^ that he 
would touch them. And when his disciples saw 
it, they rebuked them. But Jesus said, Suficr 
little children to come unto me, and forbid them 
Bot ; Jbr cf such is the kingdom of Gorf." (Luke 
xviii. 15, 16.) It cannot be denied that these 
were literally little children. * They are expressly 
called infants ; they were brought unto Christ 
in their parents'^ arms, and they were taken up in 
his arms and blessed.* But "q/" such is the 
kingdom ofGod.^^ What does the phrase, " king^ 
dom of God^^ denote ? Does it denote the king^^ 
dom of fiiture glory ? If little children belong 
to this kingdom, they belong to Christ; and 
•ught to be members of his church on earth. 
Or does it denote, according to its most usual 
signification in the four evangelists, the visible- 
church ? In this sense, it is explicitly in our 
favour, and nee^ no conunent.. "Suffer little 
children to come unto me, and forbid them not ; 

for qf such is my^ visible church.^^ ^In order to 

evade this argument, Mr. Ji contends that the 
phraseology will admit of another construction. 
** Of such is the kingdom of God'^— ^not, says 
he, " of such in age or size ;- but of such in the 
moral temper of heart ; in humility and docility 
qf disposition.'*^ (P. 30.)-^Su-ppose we admit this 
interpretation. Little children, then, have a " dis* 
jbosition,^^ a " moral temper of heart^'* which fits^ 
thwufor heaven, and without which none can.bc: 
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fitted for heaven. Will it' not follow that they 
are fit for the church of God on earth ? Is the 
church below holier than the church above ?— 
This interpretation, however, is not admitted. It 
fixes the utmost absurdity on our Saviour's con- 
duct. " Why should he be very angry with his 
disciples for forbidding infants in years to be 
brought to him," because an humble disposition 
was necessiiry in grown persons^ to fit them for 
his kingdom ?* 

Our Saviour, at another time, having taken a 
little child in his arms, said to his disciples-*^ 
*' Whosoever shall receive one of such children' 
in my name^ receiveth me.'' (Mark ix. 37.) 
What are we to understand by receiving a little 
child in Christ^ s name ? l-.et our Saviour be his 
own interpreter. Within thi-ee or four verses, he 
says again-—" Whosoever shall give you a cup of 
water to drink, in my name^ because ye belong 
to Christy'' &c. (V. 41.) To receive a little 
. child in Christ's name^ is, therefore, to receive it, 
because it belongs to Christ. Is not the member- 
ship of little children, in this passage, incontesta* 
bly established ? 

The apostle Paul wrote to his Corinthian 
brethren as follows : ** The unbelieving husband 
is sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving wife 
is sanctified by the husband ; else were your 
children unclean ; but now are they holy'^ 
(1 Cor, vii. 14.)-~It is obvious to remark, that if 
children are holy when only one parent is a be-» 
liever, they must certainly be holy when both 
parents are believers. Hence all the children of 

*i>, Gjljs, a disimpiishedi Baptist, \voT\e*Uy concedes^ tli^t tb* 
phrase, "«/*/*r/." refers to iV^ntj in \caru (^v:il^«^aQi»^iiV<KUw 



93 

elteving parents in Corinth, and indeed all the 
hildren of such parents throughout the earth, 
re, here, by divine authority, pronounced holy^ 
Jut in what sense ? The term holy is used in 
rrfy two senses in the sacred writings. It always 
X presses either an internal or external^ a real or 

relative holiness. It is not pretended that the 
hi^idren of believers are really and internally 
oly. The holiness ascribed to them is therefore 

visible or relative holiness. They are called 
0!}% because of their peculiar appropriation to- 
rod. They are called holy, because of their con-^ 

exion xvith the visible church. But Mr. J.. 

bjects, that the same holiness which belongs to 
^e child, is ascribed to the unbelieving parents 
le ^Us. sanctijied^^ by the believer. ^P. 31.) — Is 
kis the case ? The word holy is an adjective — a 
►art of speech which characterizes. The pas- 
ive verb, *^is sanctified,^'* is entirely different^ 
This, to be sure, expresses an effect ; but it may 
lot extend to character. One or two examples 
vill make the idea familiar. We often pray that 
Mictions might be sanctified. The intention is 
lot that they should be made holy afflictions.. 
* Every creature of God is^ood, and nothing to 
)e refused, if it be received with thanksgiving ; 
or it is sanctified by the word of God and pray- 
sr." (1 Tim, iv. 4, 5.) Every creature of God 
ioes not in this way become a holy creature.^ . 
Meither does the unbelieving parent become a 
Wy parent, in any legitimate acceptation of the 
Xirm, by being united in matrimony with one 
ivho believes. He is sanctified by or (») to the 
believer, as every creature is aarvct\&sA. Vs^ "isj^ 
fiord, of God said prayer ;, but t!h& \^\vc^^.^iistf^^^ 
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of the apostle proceeds on the supposition, 
he still is both really and visibly unholy. 

What is Mr, Jud son's interpretation of 
passage ? He supposes the apostle to cone 
from the acknowledged fact that their chil 
were not unclean, but holy, that the unbel 
was so sanctified to the believer, that their ' 
habitation was lawful marriaj^c." (P. 31.] 
respect to what, was the lawfulness of their 
riage ever questioned ? Not, surely, in re; 
to the civil laws of Corinth. The believer r 
supposed he violated these laws, by contii 
his connexion with the unbeliever. The i 
tion, then, must have respected the laws of 
The Corinthian brethren knew, that God' 
cient covenant people had been forbidden not 
to be joined with strangers, but to continue 
connexions after they were formed, (Ezra : 
They knew, also, that the oflFspring of these 
connexions had been considered unclean, c 
covenant, and as not belonging to *' the 
seed.'* (Ezra ix. 2,) Let it be granted, th 
Mr. J, wishes it, that the Corinthian bclit 
who were married to unbelievers, called in • 
tion the legality of continuing such connex 
and that the apostle, for their satisfaction, 
red them to the well-known fact, that their 
dren had not been rejected as unclean, an< 
of covenant, but had been publickly recog 
as branches of the holy seed.— If this interj 
tion is at all different from ours, it certainly 
less favourable to our cause. In either cas 
membership of infants is clearly established 

*See PooLEj riEJfiiT, GuisiE, Dot^uktogf.^ and Scott, 
disputed passage ; also, AvsTis*'* VWyt oi \)aft Ci^M^cYv^^Y*'® 
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4. The epithets and phrases applied in scrip- 
ure to the children of covenanting parents, clearly 
:vince their membership with the visible church* 
They are spoken of generally in the same terms 
vith their parents. Are covenanting parents 
ityled believers ; so are their children. (Matth. 
cviii. 6.) Are they called disciples ; so are theiu 
children. (Matth. x. 42.) Are they called the 
:hildren of God ; so are their children. (Ez. 
tvi, 21.) Are they members of the kingdom of 
3od ; so are their children. (Mark x. 14.) Are 
:hey called holy ; so are their children, (1 Cor. 
/ii. 14.) Are they called saints ; so are their 
children.* In short, if it can be proved from the 
:erms and phrases used in relation to believing 
parents, that they are members of the church of 
Christ, it can be proved with equal clearness that 
their children are members with them* 

5. There is evidence from fofits recorded in 
the New- Testament, that the children of believ- 
ing parents are in a sense members of the church. 
In the first days of the new dispensation, believ*- 
crs were a body by themselves, were called the 
church, and their property was vested in a com- 
mon stocks Were not children associated with 
their parents ? Would the Christian parent vest 
all his property in the common stock, and cast 
his infant children on the mercy of the world ? 
The idea is revolting. It is beyond all contro- 
versy, that in these early days children were as- 
sociated and connected with the visible church of 
Christ. 

Another fact which deserves notice is, that tlie 
Jewish converts continued^ for xwaiwj ^^?ct^ A^ ^>^- 

•Compm Zph. \. 1, with vi. 1. ^^^ l^TM^Qi^^ \i%s*:Ri^-^'' 
^9p.p. 58. 



ocimcise their children, under the immediate 
charge and direction of the apostles. This is ex^ 
pressly admitted by Mr. J. (p. 26.) and is indeed 
too evident to be denied. Nearly thirty years 
after the ascension of Christ, the great church at 
Jerusalem, wKich consisted of " many thou- 
vSands," and was under the pastoral charge of the 
holy aposde James, were not a little disgusted 
when they were informed of Paul, tliat he had 
taught the Jews " not to circumcise their chil- 
dren." (Acts xxi. 20, 21,) What does this fact 
prove ? Undoubtedly, that the children of these 
believing Jewish parents were members with thera 
of the visible ohi*rch of Christ. Had the Jewish 
and Christian churches been distinct ; had their 
covenant and ordinances been distinct ; and had 
it been the intention of the apostles forever to 
•separate children from the eliurcli of God ; ihtj 
never would have been instrumental in the cir- 
cumcision of tlicse children. They would as 
soon have encouraged the converted Gentiles to 
persist in the worship of their idol gods. 

6. If any thing could add to this weight of 
evidence in favour of the cliurch-membership of 
children with their believing parents, the testi- 
mony of history might be advantageously addti- 
ced. It is certain that, from tlie earliest ages erf 
Christianity to the present time^ this seutimetrt 
has been constantly and almost universally main- 
tained. It was taught by H e r m as, whose name is 
mentioned by Paul, (Rom., xvi. 14,) and who is 
said to have written his Pastor before John wrote 
Jhis gospel. He saw certain stones, which had been 
taken out of the deep, and fitted into the building 
-^t/ze c/iurch ; and was lo\i ^n 'Atv ^t\^€v^ >!ciax 
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these repuesented members in the first or infant 
^ge. " All infants^'^ says he, " are in honour 
with the Lord, and are esteemed ^r^f of alW^*-^ 
It was taught by Justin Martyf, who wrote 
within about forty years of the apostolick age. 
** Several persons among us,'* says he, " of sixty 
or seventy years old, who were made disciples to 
Christ in their isifancy^ do continue uncorrupt.^f 
These infants must have been made the disciples 
>f Christ, and become members of his churchy 
•all twenty years before the death of the apostle 
fohn. — The same also was taught by iRENiEus. 
Speaking of Christ, he says, " He passed through 
Jvery age. For infants he became an infant, that 
le might sanctify infants.^^X Whether internal 
>r external sanelification is here intended, the 
nembership of infants is strongly implied. 

From these early days down to the present 
>eriod, we find infant membership constantly 
ind almost universally asserted. Jt has been ad- 
nitted by the Greeks, the Latins, the Episeopa- 
ians, and by most denominations of Protestant 
Dissenters. 

To this body of evidence on the subject, Mr. J. 
inally olDJects, that cur principles and practice 
ire at variance. (P. 31.) — We do not altogether 
xdmity and we need not altogether </«?My, the 
charge. To our own Master we stand or ialL 
iVhen he returns to the faith from wlvich he has 
leparted, and is ready to allow the membership of 
fvfants, it will more immediately concern him to 
nquire, what is the proper treatment ol* infant 
uembers. 

•In Ausw^r'fi View of Il\e CV\wre.\\^ \k.^\\. 
^/n' Wall'ij Uidl. Inf. ¥ap. nq\.\. Oaw^/vA* 

y 
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Section IV. 

Baptism is now substituted in the place of Of' 

cumcision. 

THIS is our third inference from the fact, that 
the visible church has been under both dispensa- 
tions the same.— "Circumcision was anciently 
an instituted pre-requisite to a regular standing in 
the visible church.''* Those who \vere bom 
members must be circumcised, or be cut off from 
their people. And those who were proselytd 
must be circumcised, before they could be regu- 
lar members.-^— Notwithstanding the manijest cor- 
rectness of this position, Mr. J. cannot pass it 
without cavil. "Circumcision,'' says he, "was 
not pre-requisite to a regular standing in the 
church ; omtrvns^ females were not regular mem- 
bersJ*^ (P. 27.) — The force qf this objection 
may be instantly tested, and on his own princi- 
ples. " Circumcision," he observes, " chiefly 
signified, that the subject was interested in that 
covenant which God made with Abraham). " (P. 
27.) Had Jewish females, then, no interest in 
that covenant which God made with their father 
Abraham ? Again, ^* Circumcision separateil 
the Jews from the Gentile world." (P. 27.; And 
were not the . Jewish females separated from the 
Gentile world ? — If Mr. J. will not affirm, in face 
of all evidence, that Jewish females had no inter* 
est in the covenant with Abraham, and no sepa- 
ration from the idolatrous Gentiles, he must ad- 
. mit that the objection here considered is perfectly 
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futile. Circumcision was, bevond all controver- 
sy, pre-requisite to a regular standing in the 
::hurch under the former dispensation. Is not 
baptism pre-requisite to a regular standing in the 
church under the present dispensation? Will 
Mr. J. admit any to a regular standing without 
it ? — We have befqre proved that the church lias 
?ver been the same. Since, then, baptism is now, 
what circumcision formerly was, pre-requisite to 
& regular standing in this church, it is perfectly 
impossible to avoid concluding, that the former is 
substituted for the latter. 

The same truth may be conclusively ajrgued 
From the fact established in these pages,* that the 
covenant with Abraham is still the covenant of the 
church. Of this covenant, circumcision was for- 
merly the token. This is decided by God him- 
self. (Gen* xvii. 11.) But circumcision is now 
abolished ; and baptism, an ordinance of the same 
church, and of course under the same covenant^ 
has been instituted. Has not baptism, then, ta- 
ken the place of circumcision, as the visible token 
of the covenant with Abraham ? In order to 
solve this inquiry, we must determine whether 
these ordinances are of similar import. ' Merely 
the external ceremony is of no consequence in 
either. The relation they hold, both to each oth- 
»r and to the covenant, must be determined en- 
tirely by their internal signification. 

Circumcision, as a token of the covenant, was 
both a sign and a seaL'\ As a sign^ it was em- 
blematical of the circumcision ot the heart, or 
regeneration. " Circumcision is of the hearty 
in the spirit^ and not in the letter." (Rom. ii. 29.) 

• 

• See Sec^on ii. "S«x\. \k. 
t This 18 certain from Roou W. \i^ \a Yi\arilDL^'i'tft.^K^^'«*5«asA- 
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As a seal^ it confirmed "the righteousness of 
faith," or the covenant of grace. It proclaimed 
to the world, that all who had voluntarily sub- 
mitted to it, with suitable feelings of heart, were 
entitled to every favour promised in this cove- 
nant, and especially that their faith was imputed 
for righteousness. Such was the import of cir- 
cumcision. Is not that of baptism precisely simi- 
lar ? This, tpo, is both a sign and a seal. As a 
sign^ it is an emblem of the washing of regenc- 
ration, or the baptism of the Holy Ghost. It 
therefore signifies the same as circumcision. 
Docs it not also seal the same ? Those who sub- 
mit to this ordinance with suitable feelings of 
hciut, may be humbly sure that their faith is im- 
puted for righteousness, and that they are entided 
to all the blessings of the covenant of grace.— 
We have now shown, that when the ancient token 
of tlie covenant with Abraham was abolished, an 
ordinance was established in the church, and ap- 
pended to the same covenant^ of a precisely simU 
iar import. How, then, is it possible to resist the 
conclusion, that this latter is substituted for the 
former ! How sliall we avoid concluding, that 
baptism is now, what circumcision formerly 
was, the to/ren of the covenant with Abraham /* 
To what has been said, Mr. J. objects, that 
*^circumcisioi>, as it was commanded to be ad- 
ministered among the Jews," did not '^signify 
that the subject was regenerated.*' (P. 27.) Nor 
have we said it did. We Iiave said that circum- 

• The following remarks are from the pen of the exceHent Mr. 

George S. Faber. ^^Circumcision and baptism are two sacra* 

mental signs, of exactly the same import. They must therefore, la 

a]l effective purposes, be mutually Uie same with each other : For 

a apiy being altogether arbitrary, UitViadpleviAedOcMWA ^VvaA^^ «Qt 

n^enerat/on by a hundred different s'lgns^ aJl \hfeafeYi\mAT^d ^\^Q&^^>a\i^ 

9(m constitute but a single eacrw&onC^ (3eiDioxis^\^\* \«^tiii. *ysl.^ 
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cision in the flesh was an emblem of the circum- 
cision of the heart, or regeneration ; and that all 
who voluntarily submitted to this ordinance, ac- 
cording to its true import, must be regenerated 
persons. This is widely different from saying, 
that circumcision certainly signified that the sub- 
jects of it were regenerated. — Mr. J. says of bap- 
tism, that the subjects of it herein ^ signify their 
fellowship with Christ in death and resurrection, 
and their being washed from sin.** (P. 27.) 
Does, then, baptism certainly signify that all the 
subjects of it really have " fellowship with Christ,'* 
and have been ** washed from sin ?" Did it sig- 
nify this, when administered to Simon Magus ?* 
The scriptures clearly countenance the idea, 
that baptism is substituted in the place of circum- 
cision. Writing to the Philippians, the apostle 
says, "Beware of the rowwiaw," (those persons 
who lay an exorbitant stress on the rite of cir- 
Gumcision,) " for w^"— we who have been bap- 
tized—^** are the circumcision^ which worship 
God in the spirit.'* (iii. 2, 3.) And to the Co- 
lossians he says, " Ye are circumcised with the 
circumcision made without hands,* in putting off 
the body of the sins of the fleshy by the circum- 
cision of Christ, buried with him in daptism.^^ 
(ii. 11, 12.) The force of his language is, " Ye 
are circumcisedy being baptized J^^ Mr. J. ob- 
serves respecting this latter passage, that " i»ince 

* Mr. J. represents baptism as ^^ an act of oftrskip.^^ (P. 27.)- Is 
this coT)^tent ? In an act of worship, the subject must be ac<to^» 
In baptism, be is uniformly represented to be passive, ^^ Arise and 
At haptizcd, '^'*-=-—mA\though we do not altogether deny the validity of 
iumersnn^ still this mode is liable to the same objection, as the idea 
Ibat baptism is an • " act of worship." It ni'ak&& ^Jwi tw\\fa^\ '^sife 
agent. The sutyecfris, in this case^ «c^^\\ft^ Vi ^^ ^<*&ki.^ vssA. ^^ 
the water to tiie subject. The peTaou\B «>.toMia\3«fe^ \.^SiaRk€viwa» 
9Bd not the element to the penon. 

9^ 
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the apostle is here speaking of spiritual circunh* 
cision and spiritual baptism, both of which had 
been received by the Colossiaiis," it is impossi* 
ble to infer from it, ^^ that external baptism has 
come in the place of external circumcision." (P. 
28. J— We admit, that the apostle is here speak- 
ing of spiritual circumcision and spiritual bap- 
tism ; and he represents them to be the same. 
Since, then, these two ordinances are spirituallyi 
the same, and since the one was instituted in the 
church on the removal of the other ; we see no 
difficulty in drawing a conclusive inference, that 
the one is now substituted in the place of the other^ 

That the primitive fathers believed and taught 
the substitution of baptism in the room of cir- 
cumcision, will be abundantly evident from the 
following quotations. 

Justin Martyr. "We have not received 
this carnal circumcision, but the spiritual circum- 
cision ; and we have received it by baptism. It 
is allowed to all persons*^— \x\{^TiX& ana adults—* 
**to receive it in the same way."* 

Cyprian. *^ Christ has given us baptism^ 
the spiritual circamcision.^^f 

Austin. " We may make an estimate how 
much baptism avails infants, by the circumcision 
which God's people formerly received*"} 

B A s I L. *^ A Jew does not delay circumcision^ 
because of the threateningi that every soul that i& 
not circumcised the eighth day shall be cut oflf 
from his people ; and dost thou put off the cir* 

* In Dr. WancxsTsa^fl Letters to Dr. Baldwut, p.. 118. The dates. 
•f the fathcn here quoted are ai fellow :— JvsTiir wrote witfaA 
Mlwat 40f Cyprian within 150^ and Avbtin^ Basii*, and CHav^ 
S9ST0Mf within S!70 years of the apo&to&ck. «^<&. 

t in RssD^s Apology, p. ^4» 
flm BonTmiQE^t DuiCQwae «x)^ W. ^«9* u» ^^^ 
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cumdsion made without hands j* which is j^er^ 
formed in baptism^ when thou hearest our Lord 
himself say, Verily, verily I say unto you, ex- 
cept one be bam of water and the Spirit, he can* 
not enter into the kingdom of God ?^'t 

C H R Y s o s TOM. '^ Our circumctston^ I mean the 
grace of baptism^ gives cure without pain, and 
procures to us a thousand benefits. And it has 
no determinate time, as the ancient circumcisiou 
had ; but one that is in the very beginning of bis 
age," fsurely, then, an infant^'] " or one that is 
in the middle of it^ or one that is in his old age, 
may receive this circiimcisien made without 
Aa«c&."t-"— I^ is decisive proof that the primi- 
tive fathers considered baptism in the phce of 
circumcision, that in the early days of the coun- 
cil of Carthage4 nearly seventy bishops were 
convened to determine whether baptism might be 
administered to children sooner than circumcis- 
ion, or previous to the eighth day. § 

We shall conclude this section^ by noticing^ 
some objections which have been urged against 
the sentiment, that baptism is now sul^stitated in 
the place of circumcision^ 
• Mr. i. objects, that this substitution is not 
urged, as might have been expected, in answer ta 
those Judaizing teachers who were for enforcing 

•Thk application of the phraae — ^'^ ciirctiincfeion m»&e without 
kands^^ — and a sinular one in the succeeding quotation irom Chrt- 
MTOM, show honv the fathers understood the apostle in Col. ii. 11, 12. 
tin Dr. Worcester's Letters to Dr« Baldwin, p. 118. 
X A. D. 253, or 15^ year» after the apostolick age. 

i It is always uigcd by those Baptists, who advocate close commu* 
wi§ny that unbaptised persons should be prohibited the Lord's table^ 
because unoircumcised persons were prohibited the Passover. If 
tiiu argument has any force, it impLiti iKe sii!b\iVU!iV.%ti ^J ^oi^^Nan^V^.^^^ 
^Mrir tfcimmcUm^ (See Booxb?« ^^^%I:\"^* \Aa.\\ 
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tircumcision on the Gentiles. (P. 26.) — These 
teachers wished to enforce on Gentile converts^ 
not only circumcision, but the whole ritual law» 
" Ye must be circumcised, and keep the law of 
Moses^ (Acts xv, 5.) It would, men, neither 
have satisfied their minds, nor sUei^ped their op- 
position, to have urged that baptism had been 
substituted for circumcision. ^Flie grand diffi- 
culty had still remauied — " Ye must keep the. 
/bw." It appears that, as far as the proposed an? 
swer would have availed with these teachers, it 
was really given them. It was authoritatively 
determined in apostolick. council, that the Gen- 
tile believers—those who had been baptized^^ 
had no need to be circumcised. (Acts xv. 24.) 

Mr. J. also tells us, that the Jewish believers , 
knew nothing of this substitution; for "they 
continued, under the direction of the apostles^ to ■ 
circumcise their children." (P. 26.) — Why did' 
any of the apostles encourage or suffer their Jew- 
ish converts to circumcise their children ? Not, 
surely, because they considered circumcision stilt 
binding. They did it from a commendable ten^ . 
demess, in things indifferent, to the long estab- 
lished customs and prejudices of their brethren.. 
And this tenderness, which would prompt theia. 
for a time to tolerate, or even encourage circum- 
cision, must certainly prompt them not to enlarge 
on the substitution of baptism in its place. 

It is also urged^ that baptism cannot have 
come in the place of circumcision,, since the 
latter was applied to none but males. (P. 17.)-^ 
But why was circumcision applied exclusively 
to males ? Not, surely, because of any thing in 
its Mfcrnal import^ which m\fixxcd \x Xo \>^ vvi\\fiL\ai- 
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stered to females; for these were included ia 
he covenant with Abraham, and (notwithstand- 
tig they bore not the external mark) were really 
)f the circumcision^ as much as the males.* The 
)nly reason why circumcision was not applied to 
emales, was because of the peculiar nature of the 
'dctemal ceremony. God in infinite wisdom i«- 
itituted a token of his covenant under the former 
lispensation, which it was naturally impossible 
khould be applied to females. In the exercise of 
he same wisdom^ he has instituted a token under 
he present dispensation, which can be applied to- 
"emales as well as mules. Because he did not 
jerform an impossibility once, may he not per- 
brm a possibility now? Or, in the words of Mr- 
j^LAVEL, " cannot baptism stand ia the place of 
jircumcision, because it answers all its ends^. 
*ith an advantage ?"t"— ' — We admit that, un- 
ler the former dispensation, a distinction obtain- 
ed between males and females, in respect to some 
livine institutions. But this distinction is now 
generally repealed. " There is neither Jew nor. 
areek ; there is neither bond nor free ; there is. 
"ieither male nor female.^^ (Gal. iii. 28.) Both 
iexes participate equally in Christ, and may have 
equal access to all the outward ordinances ofhd^ 
kingdom. | 

it is objected again, that if baptism has come 
in the place of circumcision, then servants^sis well 

*God speaks of the Jewish daughters, as hit covenant childrtru 
(Eiek. xvi. 20, 21. See also Deut. xxix. 11, 12.) No uneircun^ 
tited person was allowed to eat tf the Passover. Yet femala piair- 
took of it, as well as males. (Ex. xii. 47, 48;) 

t Works, vol. ii. p. 456. 

1 *' The law made a difierence belweeii mAft Mv^ ^^smSJ^r^vV* tMa:t% 
^yitiyrcircumcMd; but it is ««< $0 now.**^ (Jft^n^x wv Cr*!^. '^» '^^ 
^ ako, to the skme purpose, Po/bliB), Ovi%^^^^^^^^'^'*^^ '*^ 
^ciuriQST, on the place. 
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as children, must be baptized. Abraham was 
commanded to circumcise him that was "bought 
with money of any stranger, which was not of his 
seed." (P. 17.) The case of the southern plant- 
ers and their slaves has been urged in this connex- 
ion with peculiar pathos. Certain practices 

were tolerated under the former dispensation, 
which are at present utterly disallowed. Such were 
polygamy^ slavery^ Sec. Unless it can be prov- 
ed, that the New-Testament authorizes the hold' 
ing of slaves^ and of consequence, the slave tradcy 
the case, so far as it is objectionable, can never 
occur. • 

It is still farther objected, that on the ground 
we have taken, baptism cannot be lawfully ad- 
ministered to children sooner or later than the 
eighth day. " He that is eight^ days old, shall be 
circumcised among yoii." (P. 17.)— ^The reason 
why circumcision was enjoined on the eighth. 
day, is clearly expressed in the ritual; "If [a 
woman have borne a man child, she shall be un* 
clean seven days ;: and on the eighth day lie shall, 
he circumcised.!^ (Lev.'xii. 2, 3.) On account of 
the mother's uncleanness, her child couldnotlieat 
her breast, or even touch her, till after seven days, 
without contracting ceremonial pollution. On 
the eighth day it must be circumcised. The lan- 
guage of the covenant was then virtually thifr— 
^*' Let the child be circumcised as soon aspossi" 
ble^ Such is its language still, in respect to 
baptism* 
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Section V. 

Yhe Infant Children of believing^ covenanting Po^ 

rents are to be baptized. 

THIS, it will be recollected, is the. great point 
in dispute. And this is a ^proposition, the truth 
of which may be argued, from what has been es- 
tablished in each of the preceding sections. 

If the Christian church is the same with the 
church of Israel, in which children were visibly 
dedicated to God, then it must be concluded 

that THEY AHE TO BE DEDICATED STILL. 

« 

If the covenant with Abraham, the token of 
which belonged to the offspring of those interest- 
ed in it, is.5till the covenant of the visible church, 

then THE MEMBERS OF THIS CHURCH ARE 
STILL tTNDER SOLEMN OBLIGATIONS TO AP- 
PiT THIS TOKEN TO THEIR INFANT CHIL- 
-DR5N. 

If the children of believing parents are still 
members of the visible church, as they were 
members of the church of Israel, then they 

-MUST BE PROPER SUBJECTS OF THAT RITE 
WHICH IS AN INSTITUTED rPRE-REQUISITE 
TO REGULAR MEMBERSHIP.* 

Above all ; if baptism is now substituted in 
the place of circumcision, which was applied by 
a divine command to the seed of covenanting pa- 
rents, then THE SAME DIVINE COMMAND 
BINDS THE COVENANTING PARENT TO AP- 

* " Let it be pro?ed," sajB Dr. Gill, " that infants are, or ought 
:to be, members of gospel churches, and we are ready to admit them^^ 
» i» e. to baptisin. (Answer to Dic&is^ov<^ ^« %^ r^ 
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PlY BAPTISMAI. WATER TO HIS INFANT OFF- 
SPRING.* 

Here is the foundation of Infant Baptism ;— a 
{bundatioii firm and immoveable as the word and 
covenant of HIM who cannot lie. On this broad 
basis, the ordinance, without doubt, will rest un- 
shaken, till the end of time. 

What remains is to introduce some collaterd 
evidence in favour of the proposition here estab* 
lished, that the children of believing, covenant- 
ing parents are proper subjects of baptism. 

1. The sentiment contained in this proposition 
is highly rational. Would not a good Prince 
ivish that the children of a beloved and faithful 
friend should be placed in a peculiarly near rela- 
tion to hiinself ? And shall it not be supposed 
that the Best of Beings will regard with tokens 
of peculiar favour the children of his covenant 
friends ? Will he not ^rant them some special 
pledge of love ? Will he take his people under 
the shadow of his wings, and make no special pro- 
vision for the welfare of their ofFspriug ? inliis 
care of the sheep, will he forget the lambs of his 
:fiock ?-— And how reasonable that the pious pa- 
rent should wi^h to place his- children under the' 
special care and protection of Jehovah ; that he 
should wish pubfickly to dedicate them to the 
God who gave them, and bind himself by sol- 
emn vows to bring them up for him.f 

* Dr. fTorKjiNS represents those who require another divine cob^ 
•man^ to satisfy tlieni on this point, as imitators of " }3ala2ini.; wh« 
did not rest satisfied with the decision which God had once iaad& 
respecting his going to curse Israel, but required that be shouUi 
ffpeak again, if lie really did forbid his doing it." (System of Di- 
vinitj, vol. ii. p. 318.) 
f The iigfu of natuu instnicted some oT AJhfe vAwii V^tt^cn nationi 
to pcaciSse a nie which resuubks Maul V>«t\isia% ^"^ W.^^ ^^oii^ 
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ft. The analogy of God's covenant dealings in 
jast ages evinces the propriety of infant baptism, 
tn all the covenants he has hitherto made with 
nen, children have been included with their cov- 
enanting parents. Thus it was in the covenant 
mth Adam ; in the covenant with Noah ; in 
:he covenant with Abraham ; and in the covenant 
mth David. He dealt favourably with the chil- 
3ren of Lot, for their father's sake ; and he de- 
clares himself a God keeping covenant with his 
friends, " to a thousand generations."* How 
very unlikely, then, let the covenant of the Chris- 
tian church be what it may, that God has svverv- 
ed from the invariable economy of his covenant 
dealing in other ages, and has now cut off chil- 
dren from any kind of connexion in covenant 
with their believing parents ! 

3. If infant baptism is without foundation in 
scripture, then the present dispensation is less 
highly privileged thsiXi that which has passed away. 
It is a precious privilege to the enlightened Chris- 
tian parent, to bring his beloved children to Christ ; 
publickly resign them into his hands ; promise to 
educate them according to his precepts; and see 
affixed to them the token of his holy covenant. 
Believing parents formerly enjoyed this privilege. 
How unreasonable, then, tlie supposition, that 
they are bereft of it now I Under this last, and 
brightest, and best dispensation of the gospel, 

torn of the Roman?, on the ninth day from the child's birth, (whidh 
was called- the luitricat^ or day of punjication^) for its friends and re- 
lations to bring it to the temple, and before the allars of the goda to 
give it a nam*?, • and recommend it to the protection of some tutelar 
dtUy, A ceremony of the same nature was also performed among 
the Greeks." (Middletoji's Life of Cick.^o^nq\. v^»^^i 

•1 Cor. XV. 22; Gen. ti. 1^, atid -slVyi.I % °l <^\*^^- tx^.^x 
Oea» xlx. 12; Deut. vii. 9. 

10 
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when it might be expected that privileges were 
uniformly increased, and burthens diminishedi 
how unreasonable the supposition, that believen 
are cut off from an invaluable privilege, which 
was secured to them even by the Mosaick ritual !^ 

4. Had children been deprived of their con- 
nexioa.with the church, and kiterest in the cov- 
enant, under the Christian dispensation, dcReving 
Jewish parents^ in the days of the apostles, would 
undoubtedly have complained. Many thousands 
of the fcws in these days believed, who were all 
s^ealous of the law. .Tenacious of their former 
burthensy would they cheerfully relinquish their 
txzcwsXoKicidi privileges ? Prepared to "wrangle 
for a rite, quarrel for a fast, and almost fight for a 
new moon,"t would they consent to see their 
children excluded the covenant of promise, and 
cut- off from their accustomed connexion ,with 
the church of God, without a struggle ? Yet we 
never hear a word of complaint There never 

• was any objection to the gospel, by friend or foe, 
on ground like this. We arrive, therefore, to a 
moral certainty ^ that under the present dispensa- 
tion, as under the ancient, the children of cov^ 
enanting parents arc to be publickly dedicated to 
God. 

5. The Jewish proselyte baptism furnishes us 
with a conclusive argument in favour of the bap- 
tism of children with their parents.-^It is a fact, 
that in our Saviour's time, and for ages previous, 
the Jews had been accustomed not only to cir- 

I cumcise their proselytes, but also to baptize them, 
together with their children. The reality of such 
a practice is implied in a question which was ad- 

*Sefi Lev* m. 3. t P . lli>^ ahosI^ C«si^^ 1R.«wwQa^lc^« ^, ^1* 
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dressed to John, by those who had been sent 
from Jerusalem to ascertain who he was. ** Why 
baptizest thou^ if thou be not the Christ, neither 
Elias, neither that prophet?"* (John i. 25.) 
The inquiry was not, " What new rite is this ?" 
but, "Why do you administer it ?" They had 
been uniformly acquainted with the ordinance of 
baptism ; but if Jdm was " not the Christ, nei- 
ther Elias, neither that prophet," they were ig* 
norant of the authority on which he had under* 
taken to baptize. 

This proselyte baptism most probably took its 
rise from the baptism of Israel " in the cloud and 
in the sea." If the religion of Jews required the 
baptism of their whole congregation in so mirac- 
ulous a manner by God himself, they might rea- 
sonably conclude it required the baptism of those 
who came over to it from the worship of idols.f 
' As the existence of this proselyte baptism is 
denied by Mr. Judson, (p. 32,) we shall be ex- 
cused in our attempt to establish it by the follow- 
ing authorities. 

BjTBYLONiANr Talmud.J "Thatwasacom- 
inon axiom, Vinan ^D^lt^ ly na T^», No man is a 
proselyte, until he be circumcised and baptized. 

They baptize a little proselyte^^ (an infant) 

" according to the judgment of the Sanhedrim."! 

♦ In oar interpretation of thia passage, we follow Lightfoot, 
Hfnrt, Doddridge, and Dr. Adam Ci*arke. Baptism for prcs^ 
tiytism was denominated among the Jews /11*^2I /1/^]2lDj '^^ dintino- 
tion from iTTJ DTUDi the washing for mucUanness. (Lightfoot.) 

t See WiTSius' Economj of the Covenants, vol. iii. p. 387. 
X The Mishna, or text of this Talmud, ^^ was composed, accord- 
ing to the unanimous testintonj of the Jews, about the close of the 
•econd century." (Encjclopedia, ha article Talmud. Bucx^s The- 
ri. Die. in todtm,) 

Htt LiG^TFooT^n Horae Hebraic^, oulAaX)ODi.'m*^aA:Tx:^* 
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Arrian, a philosopher and disciple of Ep 
TETUS, who flourished in the second centt 
testifies, "that the Jews admitted their proselj 
by bathing J*^* 

M A I M X I D E s. " Whenever any heathen ^ 
betake himself, and be joined to the covenan 
Israel, and place himself under the wings of 
Divine Majesty, and take upon him the ybk^ 
the law ; voluntary circumcision, and bapti 
and oblation are required. But if it be a Won 
baptism and oblation.'^ — This eminent Jew, spc 
ing of the multitudes who were made proselj 
in the reigns of David and Solomon^ before ] 
vate men, says, the Sanhedrim *• would not c 
them out of the church, because they had been b 

tized. If an Israelite take a Gentile child 

find a Gentile injantj and baptize it in the lu 
of a proselyte, behold it is a proselyte, '^f 

Dr. LiGHxrooT. " You see Aap^f^/w insc 
rably joined to the circumcision of proselytes 
They baptized^ also, young children with tl 
parents."! 

Dictionary of the Bible. "A pr< 
lyte was made by the observation of three a 
monies, if a male ; viz. circumcision, washx 
and oblation ; but if a female, then by tv 
washing and oblation. "| 

C a L M E T. *' The Jews require three thing 
a complete proselyte ; baptism^ circumcision, ; 
sacrifice ; but for women only baptism and sa- 
fice.^J 

^In Epictef. lib. iu..cap. 9. 
t In LioHTFOoT^s llora^ Ilebraicae, on Matth. iif. and xxviij 
\ CovpUed bj WiLSoisr, Bagwsll, and Strson. In atrt. Prose 
i Diet. oC Biblej in art Frtseljrtc;^ 
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Browi^. "After the Jews had circumcised 
their proselytes, they xvashed them in watefJ*^* 

WiTsius, " When a Gentile became a pros- 
dyte of righteousness, three ceremonies were 
used, viz. circumcision, baptism, and sacrilice.''t 

Reiskius. ^' Jewish baptism is a solemn rite^ 
instituted by God, in which proselytes of both 
sexes, in the presence of three credible witnesses, 
are dipped in water, that being legally cleansed 
and regenerated, they may enter on the profession 
of a new religion."t 

Prideaux, "The Jews, in our Saviour's 
time, were very sedulous to proselyte the Grentiles 
to their religion ; and when thus proselyted, they 
were initiated by baptism^ sacrifice and circum- 
cision,"} 

Stackhouse. "The custom of the Jews, 
in all ages, has been to receive their heathen pros- 
elytes by baptism, as well as by sacrifice and cir- 
cumcision." |t 

- Dr. Wall. " Whenever Gentiles were pros- 
elyted to the Jewish religion, they were initiatedi 
by circumcision, 'the offering of sacrifice, and 
baptism. They were all baptized, miales and fe- 
males, adults and infants. This was their con» 
stant practice, from the time of Moses to that of 
our Saviour, and from that period to the present 

day."ir 

Dr. Adam Clarke. "The apostles knew 

well, that the Jews not only circumcised the chil- 

. dren of proselytes, but also baptized them.—- 

» 

*Dict, of Bible, in art ProBelyte. 
t Economj of Covenants^ toI. iii, ^. 3Q4« 
^ Diss, de B%9% W^v^nt. 
4Conne%. of O. and ^. Te^t. ^•xi.XJtt* V^- '®^- 
_| Histoid of B\b\e, N«iV- b.^. ^»fe- . 
> Tfifiat. of Inf. Ba.p. \atc^\Wi'^=««^^^'*^-^ 
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The children and even in/ants of proselytes were* 
baptized among the Jews. They were-in conse- 
quence reputed clean, and partakers of the bless- 
ings of the covenant."* 

To this mass of testimony in favour of pros- 
elyte baptism, what does Mr. J. oppose ? Merely 
the opinions of Doctors Owen, Jennings, and 
Lardner; and these opinions founded chiefty 
on the silence of certain Jewish writers respecting 
it. Of what force is this kind of negative testi- 
mony, against that weight of positive evidence 
which we have adduced ? How easy to conceive 
that proselyte baptism might prevail, and yet no 
mention of it occur in some particular Jewi^ 
writers, t 

Those who deny the existence of proselyte 
baptism in the days of our Saviour, are obliged 
to consider this rite an innovation in the religioa 
of Jews. "It was mentioned," says Mr. J. 
" in the Talmuds, as a novel and questionable 
practice." (P. 32.) It is an observance which ^ 
their Doctors have copied from a Christian ordi- 
nance. — This baptism can be certainly traced to 
within less than a century of the apostoliek age. 
Who, then, can suppose, that at this early period^ 
when Christianity was " every where spoken 
against," and was not sufficiently established ta 

*CommeBt. on Matth. XYTiii. 19. See alto Wxtstsxit, Com* 
mcnf. on Matth. iii. 16 ; IIsintT^s CommeBt. on Matth. hi. 0, and 
John i. 25; Scott^s Cooimtnt. on Matth« iii.. 9; Dodpriihub.^ 
Loot. Prop. 154; Lathrop^s Discourses on Bap. p. 49. I aUe 
find quoted to tke same purpose Seldev de Jure Nat, et Gent lib* 
ii. cap. 3, S; et de Successionibus ad Legeft Hebrsorum, cap. 26 $ . 
et de Sjnedrii», lib. i. cap. 3; et Altingii Diss, de Proseljtift 
Tbes. xxviL 
tJosMPHva^ account of the pTose\y\in^ <it \3aft\3L\WBattBa\yS Hxfc- 

cAirzjs, if it doe§ not imply > is at least coiiftwVeiil "wSfti^ Mhafc \^^^iM\. 

bcjr were baptized. Thej submitted not ois\^ \a c\ic\Hnsas«sa^\»A 
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invite the imitation of any, the Jews, its most in*' 
veterate endemics, should copy one of the sacra- 
ments df the crucified Nazarene, and incorpo- 
rate it among the standing ordinances of their 
venerable lawgiver ? To those who have any 
knowledge of Jewish prejudices, the thing is ut- 
terly incredible. 

We can now understand the commission which 
Christ gave his disciples, when he instituted 
the ordinance of Christian baptism. *^Go 
ye, therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing 
them in the name of the Father, of the Son, and 
of the Holy Ghost."* What kind of baptism 
is here intended ? Mr. J. is undoubtedly correct 
in determining, " that when Christ, in general 
terms, commanded his apostles to baptize, he 
must have intended, and they must have under*, 
stood him to intend^ that kind of baptism to 
which they had been accustomedJ^^ (P. 32.) 
What baptism was this ? fFe have proved it was 
m baptism of children with their parents. Hence, 
" when Christ, in general terms, commanded his 
apostles to baptize, he must have intended, and 
they must have understood him to intend," a 
baptism which should be extended to children.---'''^ 
Though Mr. J. has aided us to this conclusion, 
he is not disposed to admit its correctness. He 
thinks the command to teach (or, as he properly 
renders it, disciple) all nations, limits the subse- 
quent command to baptize. None must be bap* 
tized who are not fir^t constituted disciples. (P. 
14.) — ^l^his remark presents no very formidable 
objection, should its justness be admitted. A 
disciple is without doubt a scholar^ ^Uaxw^x 

•mtih. xxmi. 19. Tto paswi^^ \a ^i* ^tju^wbC^^^kiX* 
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All, then, who have become learners in the thinf 
of Christ's kingdom, may with the utmost pn 
priety be denominated his disciples. Is not th 
the case with the children of JhithfuU covenan 
ing parents ? Are they not daily learning somi 
thing of the Christian religion ?* If this intc 

f>retation is not admitted— if the children of b 
ieving parents are in no sense disciples ; then 
considerable portion of every nation cannot I 
made disciples, and the injunction of our Savioi 
cannot be obeyed. 

6. Christ and his apostles taught and practise 
precisely as we might expect^ on suppositic 
children are to be baptizea ; bul precisely wh 
we might not expect^ on the contrary suppositio 
In order to determine what we might, or mig 
not, expect of Christ and his apostles, it will I 
necessary that we keep in mind the establish^ 
customs of that, period, in regard to the subje 
before us. In the Jewish church children h 
been uniformly connected with their parent 
They were early given up to God, and receive 
the seal of his everlasting covenant. Also tl 
childi:en of proselytes entered covenant m 
their parents, and were entitled to the initial rit 
of circumcision and baptism. — What, the 
might be expected of Christ and his apostles, < 
supposition they intended to put an end to the 
customs ? Not silence^ certainly. Silence ray 
have been a virtual approbation of them. Th 
would have lost no opportunity of pressing a r 
form. They would have constantly condemn 
them in the severest terms. Did they pursi 
such a course ? ScarceVy t\e^A>N^ ^x\*&y9tx^ X^eu< 

' ^See Dr. A. Clajolb^s xioie o^'M»X^xkV\&.\^«. 
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in any instance. But what might be expected of 
the Saviour and his apostles, on supposition they 
intended the established customs should be con- 
tinued? Not, indeed, that they would enjoin 
them by express precepts. This would be to 
enjoin expressly what ever}^ one already under- 
stood and practised. They would be likely 
often to utter expressions which implied their 
pleasure. They would be likely to allude 
frequently to the accustomed connexion of 
children with the church, as a thing which merit- 
ed and received their approbation. They would 
be likely, from time to time, as occasions occur- 
red, to baptize households^ on a profession of the 
parents' faith. — Need it be said, that this is the 
precise course they pursued ?— Our Saviour di- 
rected his disciples to speak peace to that house 
orjamily^ over which a son of peace was found to 
preside. (Luke x. 6.) He affirmed that salvation 
had oome to the house or family of Zaccheus, 
when he became a real child of Abraham. (Luke 
xix. 9.) He applauded the practice of bringing 
infants to receive his blessing, and declared that 
^^ of such is the kingdom of God.^^ (Luke xviii, 
15, 16.) In his last conversation with his apos- 
tles, he commanded them to feed not only the 
sheep, but the lambs of his flock. (John xxi. 15.) 
Peter taught converted parents, that the promise 
was still to them and their children ; (Acts ii. 39.) 
and that, as the family of Noah were preserved 
on his account, so baptism, by " a like figure^ 
doth now save us." (I Pet. iii. 2L) Paul repre- 
sents the whole church of Israel, parents and 
children^ to have been baptized together, by the 
miraculous interposition of Jehovah. ( I Cor. x. 
2.) He affirms that " the blessing of Abraham^'^ 
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an important part of which consisted in the c 
enant connexion of his children, has " comt 
the Gentiles through Jesus Christ.^^ (Gal. iii. 1 
He denominates tlie children #f believing part 
hofy ; addresses them as saints ; and consic 
them in some sense " beloved for^^ their ^^ fath 
sakes.^^* He repeatedly baptized households, 
account of the faith and profession of pare: 
Lydia believed, and she and her household m 
baptized. The jailer believed, and he and all 
were baptized. (xVcts xvi. 15, 33.) He also fc 
tized the household^of Stephanas. (1 Cor. i, ] 

" The term, hoitsehold^'^ says Mr. J. "d 

not necessarily imply infants." (P. 15.) I 
haps not necessarily. Still, few instances cai 
adduced, among the many in which this wor 
used in scripture, where children are not«videi 
included. " The stress of the business," s 
Dr. LiGHTFOoT, ^Mies not so much in t 
whether it can be proved there were childre 
these households, as that, if there were, they i 
tainly were all baptized.^^^ 

That each of these households was compc 
of adults, who were all converted and bapti 
together, on a personal profession of faith, wg 
certainly be a most extraordinary event. I 
bold to believe there have not been three ot 
such households since the fall. Why was 
the wonderful fact recorded^ if it really took plai 
If the conversion merely of the heads of th 
families was an event so. important as to merit 
enrolment in the volume of divine truth, I 

* 1 Cor. ▼ii. 14 ; Eph. vi. 1, compared with i. 1 ; Rom. xi. 
hot Ttff vcHifct^. 

fin r. CLARK^i Scrip. Oronndv of Inf. Bap. f . 113. 
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could . the simultaneous conversion of each of 
their respective households be passed over in'ut* 

ter silence ? It is alleged as evidence that the 

family of Lydia were all professing believers, 
that before " Paul and Silas left the city, they en- 
tered into htr house, and saw and comforted the 
brethren.'' (P. 15.)— Doubticss ^' the bretkren"^ 
^— th^^ whole infant church«~had assembled under 
her hospitable roof, to hear the instructions, and 
receive the parting blessing, of their spiritual fa- 
ther, — It is evident beyond controversy, from the 
very face of the account, ' that of the family of 
Lydia, she only was a believer. Her " heart the 
Lord opened."** After she and her household 
had received baptism, she said, *^ If ye have 
judged me to be faithful, come into my house," 
(Actsxvi. 14, IS.) 

The jailer, it is said, ** rejoiced, believing in 
God, with all his house J^' (P. 16.) — If there is 
jan ambiguity in this English phrase^ there is none 
in the oHgtnal.^ It is there positively determined, 
and Mr. J. knows it, that the faith, and joy which 
are here expressed, can refer to the jailer only.^ 

It is said, the apostle testifies of the household 
of Stephanas^ that " they have addicted themselves 
to the ministry of saints^ (P. 16.) — When the 
apostle wrote this, they had been baptized a num- 
ber of years. Shall we then believe that, after 
their conversion, , they were for years unmindful 
of the necessities of saints ? Or is it not far 
more probable, that they were not all converted 
when they were baptized ? It is not at all incredi- 
ble, that the household of Stephanas, who were 
baptized on his account, should in a few years he 
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tnade the subjects of spe'cial grace, and " addict 
them.- elves to the ministry of saints." 

We have given a specimen of the manner in 
which Christ and his apostles treated the covenant 
connexion of children with their believing parents. 
They taught and practised precisely as we might 
expect, on supposition they designed to perpetu- 
ate the custom of baptizing infants. 

7. According to the pruiciples of Antipedo- 
baptists, there is at present no valid baptism in 
the world. That infant baptism is a nullity^ and 
tliat those who have received no better baptism are 
unqiialijied to baptize other Sy are principles which 
these Christians consider essential to tlieir svs- 
tem.* With these in view, let us look back on 
the church of God- Receding only a few centu- 
ries, and not a Christian can be discovered on 
earth, who does not admit and practise infant bap- 
tism. Dr. Gill acknowledges, that he was 
"not able to find one instance of an opposer of 
infant baptism," from the eleventh to the fourth 
century.f The supposition, therefore, that there 
has been an unbroken chain of adult immersions, 
from the age of the apostles down to the present, 
is perfectly inadmissible. — The principles of our- 
opponents may now be readily tested, by an ap- 
plication to themselves. The Baptists in India 
afford a fair example. These Christians have 
been immersed on a profession of their faith, and. 
by persons who were themselves immersed, on 
a similar profession. They suppose, therefore, 
that they have been truly baptized. But is this 

•If Pedobaptist minifitcrs propose to immerse candidates for coi»* 

xnunion, when any ofllr wlio prefer this mode, Autipedobaptists al* 

/post JD variable reply-— ^^ Yeu taie no rigKt to baHii» "nou k-jiai «0l kn 
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the fact ? Receding in a succession, tliey in- 
stantly arrive at a period, when, if their immer* 
sions are not lost, they were administered by 
those who had no better baptism than that they 
received in infancy. They instantly arrive at a 
period, when, according to their principles, there 
was no valid baptism on earth. Who, then, has 
repaired the broken chain ? Who has restored 
the lost ordinance of Christ ? How is he au- 
thorized to baptize others, who never has been 
baptized himself? And if he baptize others 
without sufficient authority, must not their bap- 
tism be as invalid as his own ?— In short, these 
principles destroy themselves* They spare nei- 
ther friend nor foe. They unchurch not only the 
residue of the Christian world, but those very 
persons who profess to embrace them. Accord- 
ing to these principles, Christ has not been faith- 
ful to his word. He promised to be always with 
his ministers in the administration of baptism, 
** even to the end of the world." (Matth. xxviii. 
20.) The world still remains, but baptism has 
ceased. The ordinance is lost, and no man can 
restore it. It never can be again administered 
till the end of time, unless the Head of the church 
is pleased to appear again, and grant a new com- 
mission to his ambassadors on earth.* — Conse- 

* See this argument slill farther illustrated in Bo8TWick'*s Vindi- 
cation of Inf. Baptism, pp. 26 — ^28. The force of it seems, at 

one time, to have been peculiarly felt by the celebrated Mr. lloGEit 
WiLMAMS. it is well known, that after the orriTal of this person 
at Providence, he renounced his baptism — was re-baptized by one 
of hi8 company — who in ret urn, together with a nurr\^c;r of others;-, • 
wafl baptized by him. This Wt*»s the origin of tlie first Baptist 
ohuroh whidi probably ever existed in America* But Mr. Wii*- 
LIA31S did not lona: remtiii satijffied vath Ib^feS ^t^^iVl^^A\^^^.• V^a 
told hi^ brethren," ^'that he WdS o\\t o? V>^fe ^a^'«v:w^^^V '«^^^^^ 
misled them ; for he did not Ql\\\ \ii<xV CavitHi NNv^a ^ii»l >^^'^ ^T^s^ia.^^ 

1 1 
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qucnces so awful evince the falsehood of those 
premises from which they are derived. Thejr 
teach us the necessity of adhering to the propri- 
ety and validity of infant baptism. 

We concUide this section with noticing two 
general objections. 

Mr. J. considers it An objection to the baptism 
of infants, that this is not enjoined in the New- 
Testament by any express command. (?• 15.)— 
We have already shown that such a command 
w^as unnecessary, and, under existing circum- 
stances, not to have been expected. We may re- 
ply farther, if needful, to this objection, that if it 
proves any thing, it proves too much. If we 
must practise nothing which ^ not expressly 
commanded in the New-Testament, we must 
prohibit females frotn coming to the Lord's table ; 
lay aside forever family prayer ; and renounce a(] 
'observance of the first day of the week. Mr. J, 
must on this ground relinquish another obser- 
vance which he undoubtedly thinks important 
Let him no longer administer baptism to adults 
, 7vho have been born of Christian parents. More 
than sixty years elapsed after the institution ol 
Christian baptism, before the canon of scripture 
was closed. In this period, many children ol 
Christian parents must not only have grown tc 
manhood, but passed the meridian of life. Might 
it not be expected, on Mr. Judson's principles, 
that we should be informed of the baptism ot 
some of these children, in adult years ? We ask, 
then, (to adopt his own manner,) Have we any such 

could administer baptism ; and ti^orefore their Inst hnptfcm WM • 
7>i////(f BB we}} as their first •, and ihe^ tum^ la.y down cd), and wait 
>&rf/io co/ning: of lU'W apostW,"'^ * (J^e^vA^\\«:^w^^Vft"^\^mtfyf«^* ^ 
aI^o JJvjeiUNBo^fh Hist, ol* Masft* >'o\* \. v* ^^^ 
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example ? " Not one." Do we find any such 
insUmces clearly mentioned ? ** Not one. Has 
not Christ left some command enjoining" such 
** baptism ? Not one. Have not the apostles^ 
who were entrusted with farther communications 
of the will of Christ, left some command on this 
subject ? Not one." — These facts not only af- 
ford a complete answer to the objection before 
us — they do more. They furnish strong pre- 
sumptive evidence, that in the apostolick age the 
children of Christian parents were never baptized 
in adult years, but were uniformly admitted to 
this ordinance in infancy. 

Mr. J. also objects, that if infant baptllm 
" were universally adopted, it would banish be* 
Uevers* baptism out of the world." (P. 15.). — 
What shall we understand by this ambiguous 
phrase, " believers* baptism ?" If it is a baptisni 
to be applied eeccluswely to adults, no matter how 
soon it is banished.— When Christian baptism 
was instituted, the whole world was unbaptized. 
No person could have received the ordinance. 
In these circumstances, and in respect to the my- 
riads of unbaptized adults, Christ said, ^^ He that 
believeth and is baptized, shall be saved." (Mark 
xvi. 16.) He justly required of such, to exhibit 
evidence of faith in order to baptism. — When the 
religion of Christ shall have filled the earth, and 
there are no longer any unbaptized adults, cir- 
cumstances will be totally changed. " Believers^ 
baptism," in Mr. Jud son's sense, will be ban- 
ished ; and its restoration will be as little desira- 
ble, as the retroduction of the world to a state of 
comparative darkness. We are not at all alarmed, 
therefore, at the prospect o^ V»xC\^ycv^> \5x '^^^R. 
^iCnse supposi^d^ ** beVie\^TS^ b^i^j'Cx^xsir 
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Section VI. 
The same Subject continued. 

8. IT only remains that we adduce the testimony 
of history^ in favour of the practice of infant 
baptism.* The pertinence and weight of this 
kind of evidence may be seen in the following 
quotation from an eminent Baptist writer. 

Dr. Gale. *' I will grant it is probable, that 
what all or most of the churches practised imme- 
diately after the apostles' times, had been appoint- 
ed or practised by the apostles themselves ; for it 
is hardly to be imagined, that any considerable 
body of these ancient Christians, and much less 
that the whole, should so soon deviate from the 
customs and injunctions of their venerable found- 
ers, whose authority they held so sacred. New 
opinions or practices are usually introduced by 
degrees, and not without opposition. Therefore 
in regard to baptism, a thing of such universal 
concern and daily practice, I allow it to be very 

• Mr. J. represents history as '' the last resort of Pedobaptists." 
Driven from the scriptures by their triumphant opponents, thoj at 
length shrink for shelter under " the practict of tht church »^^ (P. 33.) 
In this representation he is countenanced chiefly by tlie Bishop of 
Meaux. This man was a Papist, The testimony of Papists is intro- 
duced to the same purpose by Robebt Hall, (Terms of Commu- 
nion, p. 106.) — Our opponents will remember, that Papists consider 
the praciici of the church as high authority as the word of God ; and 
they have the utmost interest in representing Protestants to believe, 
the same. This zve do nst believe. Nor do we rest tlie baptism of 
infants on any such ground. We agree with Witsius, that " the - 
grounds for this (and those beyond all exceptions') are to be met with in 
scripture; so that there is no necessity, with the Papists^ who shame* 
fully prevaricate in a good cause, to have recourse in this matter to 
unwritten tradition:-^ (Econ. of Cov. vol. iii. p. 409.) The founda- 
tion of infant baptism has been already laid. The superstructure 
fias been builded, The testimony of lvial»it>' is U^re adduced^ mere^ 
^ coUsterftlf corroborative evidtuct^ 
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probable^ that the primitive churches kept to the 
apostoiick pattern. I verily believe^ that the 
primitive church maintained, in this case, an 
exact conformity to the practice of the apostles^ 
which doubtless agreed entirely with Christ* s 
institutionJ*^^ 

Sufficient authority is here ^scribed to the ^a:- 
ample of primitive saints. We proceed, there- 
fore, to prove, that tlieir sentiments and practice 
were uniformly in favour of infant baptism. 

We have shown already, that the earliest Chris- 
tian fathers considered baptism in the place of cir- 
cumcision.^ They must therefore have believed 
it to be applied, like circumcision, to the infant 
offspring of believers* 

We liave shown, also, that they considered 
such infants, in a sense, members of the church.^ 
Justin Martyr speaks of some who were then 
sixty or seventy years old, " who were made dis^ 
ciples^'^ or members^ "in their infancy ^ These 
persons must have been made disciples in the 
latter part of the apostoiick age. If the apostles 
regarded their commission, which was to "go 
and disciple^ nations,'6a/>rizwi^them," (Matth. 
xxviii. 19,) they certainly were made disciples in 
mfancyy by baptism. Here is as convincing evi- 
dence of infant baptism in the days of the apos« 
ties, as though JustiK* had aiirmed it in express 
terms. 

The following quotations will place the reality 
of infant baptism, in the priraitiye church, beyond 
all reasonable controversy. 

♦ Reflections on Wall, p. 398. 
f Partii. sect. if. We have there quoted to this pui\)Ose Jq&xvb.. 
Marttr, Ctfriait, AUSTIN) Ba8ii^^ ^wA du^."^%cA\«»^• 
}PaH u. sect. iii.. We U\<i. ^«^ c^^\&^ \!U.^^«w»A^ ^^'«w 
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Hermas. " The baptism of water is nc 
sary to fl/^."* 

iRENiEus. "Christ came to save all per 
by himself; all, I mean, who by him are U 
zed unto God ; infants^ and little ones, and ( 
dren, and youths,"t 

* Id Dr. Wall^i Hist. Inf. Bap. P. i. chap. i. Hermas 
cotemporarj with Par'.. (Rom. xvi. 14.) Does he meai 
water baptism Lb necessanr to all pet son t^ or to all connected u 
church f In either case he must have included infants ; sin 
have shown that he considered infants connected with the cl 
(Part ii. seot. iii.) 

till Dr. Wallas Hist. Inf. Bap. toI. i. chap. iii. laK 
wrote within about 67 years of the apostolick age. He is sa 
DoDWELL to have been bom before the death of John. H 
personally acquainted witli Foltcarp, a disciple of John, an 
heard him preach. The only objection to his testimony is, ] 
presses ^a^/tJ» by a verb (renascurj which literaHy signifies, rege} 
putting, by a very common figure, the thing signified for th< 
That he really intended by this word to express baptiim^ is e^ 
from his own use of it in a variety of instances. ^^ Wlien CI 
vays he, ^^ gave his apostles the command of regenerating unto 
he said, Go and teach all nations, baptiiing them.^' This mc 
expressing baptism by regeneration, was perfectly common in the 
itive church, as it is in the Episcopal to tiiis day. Justin Maj 
speaking of baptized persons, says, '' They are regenerated 
•ame way of regeneration in which we are regenerated \ fo 
are waikcd with water^ in the name of the Father, the Son, ai 
Holy Ghost.** See a variety of instances to the same puip< 
Wallas Hist, Inf. Bap. vol. i. chap. iii. and his Defence, ii* 
818 — 324* Our Saviour gav« occasion to this mode of e 

sion, when be called baptism a being ^^ bi/rn of water ;*' (John i 
and Paul, when he styled it " tiie washing of regeneration^^ (7 
5.) — That Irenjbus designs a being born of water or baptism^ wl 
speaks of the regeneration of infants, is also evident from thi 
nature of the case. Infants can dve evidence of 110 ofA^rre^enei 

Mr. JuDSON objects thkt this ^^ makes the passage vKiiilff/^ 
(P. 33.) But we see no difficulty in understanding it. All w 
baptized through the instrumentality of Christ^s jninisters, are 
zed by him. And all who are thus baptized by Christ, are ba 
(in Deum) in the name of the triuue God. AVhat is there, 
unintelligible in Christ* s baptizing persons unto God f This intei 
tioB coincides perfectly with the connexion of the passage, an 
not be called in question by any, who are intimately aeon 
with tlie writings of the fathers. The case was so clear in the 
vf Dr, Wall, who better understood the phraseology of the 
itire chwch is reJatioii \q tlus sub^ect^ %«xi «xi^ ^^^t tci<^<M 
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Oricen. ^^ Infants by the usage of the 
church are baptized.-^Infants are baptized for 
tlie remission of sins. — Infants are baptized^ be- 
cause by the sacrament of baptism our pollution 
15 taken away. — The church had a tradition or 
command from the apostles^ to give baptism to 
infants.^^* 

Teetulian. "They who understand the 
weight of baptism, will rather dread the receiving 
of it, than the delaying of it. Therefore, to ev* 
ery one^s condition, disposition, and age, the cfc- 
laying of baptism is more profitable, especially in 
the case of children. Why does that innocent 
age make such haste to baptism ? What occa- 
sion is there, except in cases of necessity ^ that 
the sponsors should be brought into dan- 
he does not hesitate to call it an " express mention of baptized in- 
fants.') In this he has been followed by many of tlie learned. See 
BucK^s Theol. Diet. vol. i. p. 60 ; Towgood on Inf. Bap. p. 31 ; 
Bostwick's Vind. of Inf. Bap. p. 22 ; Dr. Worcester's Letters, 
p. 117. 

* Horn. viii. in Lev. xii. and Com. in Epis. to Rom. lib. v. Ob- 
iGEv was bom within about 85 years of the apostolick age. He 
had the best means of knowing the practice of the apostles respect- 
ing infant baptism ; for his grand-father, or at least his great-grand- 
fa&ier, (both of whom, according to Eusebius, were Christians,) 
were cotemporary with the apostles themselves. Add to this, he 
was one of the most learned men of his time ; travelled into varioui 
coantries ; and was acquainted with the customs of the whole Chris- 
tian church. He argues from infant baptism in proof of original 
sin* His argument would have had no weight, had infant baptism 
been a questionable practice. He constantly speaks of it as a uni- 
versally approved and established custom. Mr. Judson has no 

method of freeing himself from this testimony, but by finding fault 
with RuFFiNvs^ translation of some of Origen^s works. (P. 34.)— 
Happily many of the passages which are usually 'brought from OAi- 
CJBir, have no connexion with this translation. They are taken in 
part from a translation by Jerome, and in part from the original 
Greek. (See Dojddridge^s Lect. P. ix. Prop, cliv.) The authen- 
ticity of the passages we have cited above, has been vindicated bj 
pr. Wall, to the entire satisfaction of all impartial minds. See 
hb D^fcace, &c. pp. 372—383-, B.£¥J>>^ X.^^V^^^W^'^V-^W^ 
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ger ?***— Here is direct proof that Tertctli 
considered infant baptism both lawful and iir 
tant. He implicitly recommends'iU " in cases q 
cessityJ*^ Here is also direct proof of its ! 
prevalence in these early times. "Why 
that innocent age make such haste to baptise 
Cyprian, and the Council of C 
THAGF. " If even to the foulest offenders, \ 
they afterwards believei remission of sins is g 
ed, and none is prohibited from baptism 
grace, how much more should an infant be cu 
ted ! — It is our opinion, that from baptisn: 
the grace of God, none ought to be prohil 
by us ; which, as it is to be observed in rei 
to all, so especicdly in respect to injants, and . 
who are but Just bom, who deserve our help 
the divine mercy, "f 

• Tert. de Baptisme, cap. xriii. In To wgood on Inf. I 
32. Tehtullian was colemporary with Origeb^, and fioi 
within 100 years pf the apostolick age. Because he thoi 
" profitable,'* in certain cases, to de/ay the baptism of infant 
usually cited by Antipedobaptists, as one in favour of their 
But he also thought, that ^ to every one^s condition, dispositioi 
age, the delaying of baptism wai) profitable.^^ He did not consul 
baptism of infants unlaw/ut^ nor did he argue against it men 
cause of their infancy ; for he argued as strongly agahist the b 
•f '' unmarried persons," and all '• ^vho were likely to con 
temptation.'' — ^The truth is, ha imagined that sins commfttei 
baptism were next to unpardonable. He advised, therefore 
all perfons should delay baptism, till they had nearly or entire!' 
with sin — till tliey were either brought to the verge of the gis 
were in some way released from the temptations of htc—^net 
/other whose testimony is more convincing to the fact rf infant baptist 
primitive age^ than that of Tsatulliah. It Is merely as a witi 
this fact, that he isiiere introduced* — He was an extravagant 
cifu], whimsical writer. He embraced many strange and p< 
notions. He was finally ejected from ihe communion of the c 
See MiLNER'a Ecc. Hist. vol. i. pp. 261 — 268 ; Wajll's I 
laf. Bap. ; Lathrop's Disc, on Bap. p. 68 ; and AVaacjss 
Letters, p. 120. 
t Cyp. Epis. ad Fidum, Epis. lix. In Militer's Ecc. HisL 
^. 400. — Ctphian was forafchortpenodcotBiK^Qi^s^ V\\3^0b 
TJhg> council of CarSiage, over wbicU \i^ ^t^^v^^i^^ ^^ <&^ 
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Clementine CoNSTixunONs. ^^ Baptize 
your injantsy and bring them up in the nurture 
and admonition of God."* 

Questions and Answers to the Ortho- 
dox. In this celebrated work, which is ascribed 
to Justin Martyr, there are ^^ inquiries into 
the different states of those children, at the gen- 
eral resurrection, who rvere^ and who were not 
baptizedJ^^^ 

AposTOLicK Constitutions. In tliis very 
ancient J though not inspired book, " there is ex- 
press mention of infant baptism^ as commanded 
by Christ, "t 

153 yean subsequent to the age of the apostlts. Tliis council consist- 
ed of 66 bishops, and was caiied to deterreine, among other thingt, 
(so prevalent was the idea that bapti^im was instead of circumcision,) 
whether it was lawful to administer baptism to infants, till they were 
right days old. It was unaniwMusly decreed, that ** thtW baptUm nttd 
M9t 64 itfetrU till the eighth day,** — ^* Here," says Mr. MlLNkR, "it 
an assembly of sixty six pastors, men of approved fidelity and grav- 
ity, who have stood the fiery trial of some ef the severest persecn- 
tione ever known ; who have testified their love to the Lord Jesus in 
a more striking manner than any Antipedobaptists have had an op* 
portunity of doing in our days ; and who seem not to have been 
Hancing in any fundamental of godliness. Before this holy assembly 
a question is brought, not whether infants should be baptized-*«e»# 
t'iniradicted this — but whether they should be baptized immediately, or 
on the eighth day. To a man, they determined to baptize them im- 
mediately. Let the reader cooMder.*' Among all these pastors, there 
were undoubtedly some who were advanced in age ; whose parents 
jr grand*parents had lived in the first century, and were weil acquaia- 
:ed with the practice of the apostles themselves. U it possible to con* 
ceive, were infant baptism an inn >vation, that not one of these men 
should be acquainted wiih the fact; or, if acquainted with it, that 
none should have the fidelity and fortitude to oppose the erruur ? Sec - 
MiLNea'b Ecc. Hi»t. vol. i p 402; TowGoon on Inf. Ikip. p. S5 ; 
R^Ko's Apology, pp. 273— i7 7. 

♦ hi I'owGooi) on Inf. Bap. p. 36. This work is tliought to be of 
high antiquity. It w known to buve been extant almost in the ear- 
litf^t ages of the Chruitian church. 

t lu Dopj)jiij)G£S Lect. Part ix. Prop. clir. 
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j£EOM£* ** If infants be not baptized^ the 
of omitting their baptism is laid to tlie pare 
charge."* 

Gregort Nazianzen. ^^ Infants shoul 
baptized^ to, consecrate them to ChrUt in t 
wfancyy\ 

Ambrose. * * The baptism of infants was 
practice of the apostles^ and has ever been in 
church till this time.^'f 

Chrysostom. "Persons may be bapti 
either in thtir infanct/y in middle age, or jn 
age."* 

Augustine or Austin. *^ Infant hap\ 
the whole church practises : it was not institi 
by councils, but was ever in «^^.— The wl 
church of Christ has constantly held, that inf 
were baptized for the forgiveness of sins,— 
no one so much as whisiper any other doctrin 
your ears : this the church has always had^ 
always held.^-^! have never read or heard of 
Christian, whether Catholick or sectary, i 
held otherwise.''^ 

Pelagius. ^^ Baptism ought to be admi 
tered to infants^ with the same sacramental wc 
which are used in the case of adult p^st 
Men slander me^ as if I denied the sacramen 
baptism to infants. I never heard of any, 
even the most impious heretick^ who denied I 
tism ^ infants. For who can be so impiom 

* In Reed^s Apology, p. 277. Jerome wrote abovt 255 } 
and Cbrtsostom about 270 years, subsequent to the apoftolicj 

t In Laturop^s Disc, on Bap. p. 70. Gregory wrote \ 
260 years, and Ambrose about 274 years, subsequent to the 
tolick age. 

t In Dr. Wall's Hist, of Inf. Bap. vol. i. pp. 137—302. Ai 
wrote within 280 years of the apostolick age. He is styled bj 
MiLNBRj "the GREAT LiTM-iisAKii o^'»> Mv^ vi^ulury in 1 
Me Jived.'' (Eoc. Hist. vol. i. p- &^0.> 
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to hinder infants from being baptized and bom 
again in Christ, and so make them miss of the 
kingdom of God."* 

Celestius. ^^ As for infants, I always said 
they stand in need of baptism, and ought to be 
baptized:'^ 

* In Wall*! Hist, of Tnf Bap. ibid, and p. €2. Pilaqius and 
CcLKSTius were cotemporary,aad flourished about SOO years subse* 
^aent to the apcsiles. They were distinguished for their learning, 
icnteness, and subtility; were conversant in every part of the Chris, 
tian worI<| ; and were the founders and promoters of the famous 
Pelagian iieresy. Tb^ denied the doctrine tf original tin. It is necessary 
that this fact be kept in mind, in order to see the full force, not only 
of iheir testimony^ but of that given above from the celebrated Aus« 
nir. The whole orthodox church, with Avatin at their head, con« 
Btanrly and victorionsly urged, in opposition to their errours, the bap« 
tfsm of infants. '* AP'&v are infants baptizidfor the remission of sins, if 
they have none /'*-»We nere see the true reason why infant baptism 
was urged by Austin with so much warmth. U was not, a^ Mr. 
JimsoN insintiatei. (p. SB,) because any one opposed it, but bfcause 
it was thought to. furnish an immoveable foundation on which to 
build the doctrine of •ri^Ma/ /#«.<— pELAGios and his abettors were 
eltremely embarr«used with this argument. A variety of evasiont 
were attempted, in order to escape its force. * Sometimes, they af- 
§rmed that infants had actnal sins,*' which needed forgiveness. 
'*SometimeSf that they had preexisted i and it was for sins done in 
wmtformtr state that they were brought to baptism. Sometimes they 
said they were not baptized for the fotgiveness •/ sins^ but that tliey 
might be sanctified. Sometimes, that they vfere haptixed for forgiveneas ; 
noc that they had any sin, but because they were baptized into a 
church where forgiveness %vas to ho had." (See Wall's Hist, of Inf. 
Bap. vol. i. p. £80.) Such ware the stcaits to which these acute here- 
liarchft were reduced, in order to reconcile their opinion vmh infant 
baptism. How -easily had all these been *' removed, and tne battery 
which so much -annoyed them been demolished at once, by only deny* 
ing that infants tvere to he baptized,^ So Strong were their temptations 
to make f>uch a denial, that Pa laoius -complains of its hein^ slander' 
iusiy reportedxhit he had actually made it. It is morally certain that 
be would have made it, if, with all his learning, and in all his travels, 
he had discovered the slightest evidence to justify such a course. Yet 
Ike never did. He, on the contrary, asserts the right of infants to 
Uapdsm in the strongest terms. His testimony is the moat convincing 
iHtiaginable. See Towoood on Int. fiap. p. 37 ; Mi LNaa's £cc. Hit>t. 
vol. iL pp* S60--S96. Testimonies from antiquity might readily 

be multiplied. The MeUvitan Council^ of which Austin waa a. 
member, decreed as follows ; — ^^ U \s o\iv \v\«a»v\te ^ >^Rax v»Vcw^^x ^- 
Dfca tbsu new 4orm infants art take kipttaed— \t\. VCvBvV*^ -Kax^^wws^^^ - 
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How shall tills blaze of evidence, respectinjif 
the practice of the primitive church, be obscuitd? 

Mr. JuDsoN has for this purpose brought for- 
^vnrd a number of modem writer Sy* who express 
an opinion that, *^ in primitive times, none were 
baptized but adults/' (Pp. 36, 37.) — In contra* 
diction to these, we might bring forward a host 
of moderns. We might introduce Calvin, say- 
ing, that '* whereas certain persons spread abroad 
among simple people, that there passed a long 
series of years, after the resurrection of Christ, 
in which infant baptism was unknown, therem 
they lie most abommably ; for there is no writer 
so ancient^ tliat doth not certainly refer the beguir 
ning thereof to the age of the apostles^^ \Ve 
might introduce the learned Brown, testifying, 
that *' none can without the most affronted impth 
sition allege, that infant baptism was not com- 
monly allowed in the primitive ages of Christianf 
ity."{ We might introduce the cautious and 
judicious MiLNER, affirming, that "we have 
never had such a custom as that of confining bap- 
tism to adults, nor the churches of God.^^ We 
might introduce witnesses to this effect, without 
end — but we need not. Through the three first 

The CoutuHof Giromay which convened in Spain, An. 517, detefmioed 
that when circumstances required it, infanu migU « he kmfimd 
tti tame day in •wbieb tbey vuen ^orit.*'— Infant baptism wat timiiarly 
sanctioned by the CvuneU ttf Btaga^ in Poriu^at, An. 572. The rfM* 
er may consult farther, Wall's Hist, of Inf. Bap. P. i. cb^p. viv^ 
ziiii ; and Forbksius* Hisf of Theulogy. passim, 

* He introduces, in this connexion, a passage from the apostle PftvL 
<* As many of you as iiave been baptiz.'d into Christ, have putoa 
Christ.'* (Gal. iii. 'J7.)— Can any be rtaliy " baptized m/» Christ" iiJi» 
aj-e not real Christians f And will it follow, because real Christiant 
'* have p¥t »n Christ^'* that the children of covenanting parents arc 
not to be baptized f 

finfiiiiuieif of Cliris. Ivelig. BooW'w. c\a\».^V\. %^c\.,\i, 
t Diet, of Uibie. h lice. HVa\. n^\. \. \>. ASi\. 
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.centuries subsequent to the apostles, we have 
heard Christian writers of the first eminence, tes- 
tifying implicitly and explicitly, and as it were 
with one mouth, to the universdly approved and 
established custom of infant baptism. After a 
Japse of eleven, or twelve, or thirteen hundred 
years, a few names can be collected, who have, 
perhaps incautiously, dropped an opinion, that in- 
fant baptism was not practised in the primitive 
€hurcb. fFho shall be believed? 

Mr. JuDsoN objects, that infant baptism could 
not be the universal practice of the primitive 
church, since we have several instances of per- 
sons " born of Christian parents, who were not 
baptized but on their own profession/' He 
mentions j£ROME,GREGoaY,AHBaos£,CHR7- 
sosTOM, and Austxn. (P. ^37.) — '*^With re- 
spect to Jerome," says Dr. Worcester* 
" there is no evidence that he was not baptized 
in his infancy."* Concerning Gregory, it ap- 
pears that his father was a determined and bitter 
enemy to Christianity, perhaps till his son had 
become of age. He belonged to a ^^ sect most 
resembling the Samaritans, who professed a mix- 
ture of Judaism and Paganism. To this opinion 
he was extremely devotedy^ and was not convert- 
ed to the Christian faith, till he had been married 
many years. He would, without doubt, prohibit 
the baptism of his son in infancy.f As to Am- 
brose and Chrysostoi£, their parents, accord- 
hig to Dr. Wall, were heathen, at the time of 
their birth, and for many years afterwards. j: Re«^ 

* Letters to Dr. Baldwi:? , p. 107. 
t Milker's Ecc. H\%t. \o\/\\. ^.'Msn* 
(Hist. Inf. B&p. T?^t u% ctoe*^'* 

12 



kpecting the instance of Austiv, on whicl 
J. seems disposed to rely with the greatest i 
dence, this too is entirely against him.' 
Austin's father was a Christian, is not pre 
ed. And that his mother was not at least s 
fessor of religion, till he had arrived to man! 
is certain from his own words. He says ol 
in his Confessions, that when he was lea 
oratory at Carthage, *^she had lately he^\ 
feel God^s holy lave^ and had been tuashea\ 
lover of Imptism.^^^ 

Mr. J. finally brings forward " the case i 
fant communionj^^ as completely invalidatinj 
argument derived from history in favour c 
fant baptism. Indeed he supposes, that i 
objection which can be urged against infant 
munion, can be equally urged against infant 
tism; and that every argument which ter 
support the one practice, equally tends to 
port the other, (Pp. 38, 39.) — If this is tnii 
infants be admitted to the table. There 
avoiding the arguments in favour of their 
tism.— But is it true?— -If, says he, "ir 
ought to be baptized, because under a fc 
dispensation they were circumcised.'' then *^ 
ought to be admitted to communion, bei 
they formtrly partook of the Passover. ^^ (P 
^— The following quotations vnll show, ths 
fantsnever did partake, and were never reij 
to partake, of the Passover. 

Hyrcanus in Josephus. "The law ^ 
the son to eat of the sacrifice^ before he has < 
to the temple,, and there presented an offerii 
God.''f 

* CcjSfcmifBf^ Book ii. in Mit*is«B^a'Ejcc.l2L\%\^ n^%*^.\ 
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Calvin. ^*The Passover, which has novr 
been succeeded by the sacred supper, did not ad-* 
mit guests of all descriptions promiscuously, but 
was rightly eaten only by those who were of suffix 
dent age to be able to inquire into its meaning J^^^ 

Bp. Patrick. " When children were twelve 
years old^ their parents were bound to bring them 
to the temple at the Passover^ where, seeing 
what was done, they would be led to inquire* 
What jnean ye by these things ?"t 

Poole's Synopsis. ** Children, at the ag-^ 
of twelve years^ were brought by their parents to 
the temple ; and from that time they began to eat 
of the Passover and other sacrifices."t 

Stackhouse. *'TilI a child was twelve 
years old^ he was not obliged to go to Jerusalem 
at the time of the Passover J^^ 

Dr. Doddridge. *^ The males were not 
brought to the temple, till they were tivelve years 
old; and the sacrifices they ate were chiefly peace 
offerings J which became the common food to all 
that were clean in the family. "|| 

It appears from the very nature of the case, as^ 
well as from these testimonies, that though in- 
fants were formerly circumcised, they were not 
required to eat the Passover. Many were cor^' 
porally incapable of eating it ; and more could 
not, with convenience or prudence, be brought 
statedly to the temple, at this annual feast.---The 
argument of Mr. J. is, then, directly inverted* 

** Institutes of Chris. Rel. B. iv. ckap. xtI. sect. zxx. 
t In Ex. xii. f In Ex. xii. 26, and Annotations on Luke ii. 4S* 

J Hist, of Bible, B. yiii. chap. i. 
it Lect. P. ix. Prop. 155. See Lathrop^s Dis. on Bap. p. 4SU 
When our Shviourwas twelve years old, he went up to the Passover, 
«« according to the ctutom of tht feut,** (lioke iL 43:) See Dr. A^ 
Cla&ke in loc. 
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It proves that, though infants are now to be bap- 
tized, they ought not to be admitted to the table 
of the Lord. 

Infants are both morally and physicalbf incapa* 
ble of coming to the Lord's table, according tc 
the meaning of the institution. They ** may bt 
the subjects of the viewing of the Holy Gnost^ 
and sprinkling of the blood qJT Christy signified by 
baptism ;" but they cannot ^ in the supper, cfi*. 
cem the I^ord^s body^ and partake of it in remem* 
brance of him. They can be visibly distinguish- 
ed as the special property of their Maker, 
Promises can be sealed respecting them, on con- 
dition of parental fidelity. But they cannot hold 
spiritual communion with Christ, or properly ap< 
proach the symbols of such communion. Since 
all subjects are the passive recipients of baptism, 
infants are as capable of this ordinance as adults. 
But they are physically incapable of thos»e exter. 
nal voluntary actions, which are required in the 
institution of the supper. They cannot take the 
bread or wine. They can neither eat the one, 
nor drink the other.* 

If infants are thus incapable of coming to the 
Lord's table, then there can be no good reason 
why this should be required of them. To adopt 
the phraseology and manner of Mr. Judson, In- 
fants "ought to be baptized^ because they are 
connected with their parents in covenant with 
God." But this is no good reason why they 
should be required to perform an action of which 
they are incapable. Infants ** ought to be hap- 

* ^^ All the worde of our Lord^s command are so expreised, (hat 
they cannot belong to infants ; who can neither receive tlie bread) 
nor eat it, unless it b« chewed for them, or soaked.'" (WiTSiVf* 
f^oM, of Cor, vol. iii. p. 436.) 
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Hzed^ because they are members of the visible 
church." But this is no good reason why they 
should participate in an ordinance of which they 
are incapable. Infants ^^ ought to be baptized, 
because Christ commanded them to be brought 
to him, and declared that of such is the kingdom 
of God." But Christ was never so unreasonable 
as to command them to come to him, in an ordi- 
nance of which they are utterly incapable. In- 
fants .^^ ought to be baptized^ because they are 
not unclean, but holy." But this is no good 
reason why they should engage in that of which 
their infant age is incapable. It would ^^ lessen 
the privileges which the church anciently enjoy- 
ed, to withhold baptism from infants." But it 
kssens no privilege, to restrain them from at- 
tempting that which they utterly lack capacity to 
perform. It would be " harsh and injurious to 
exclude infants from baptism.^* But it is nei- 
ther harsh nor injurious that they are not admit- 
ted to an ordinance, from which they are excluded 
by their very condition of life. In short, we 
Imve the best and soundest reasons for adminis- 
tering baptism to infants ; but the scriptures no 
where afford the shadow of a reason for admitting 
them to the table of the Lord. 

It is true, that by some churches infant com- 
munion has been practised, and by some partip- 
ular persons it has been advocated, both in an- 
cient and modern times. !So early as the days of 
Cypaian, it was customary with some, " to give 
a piece of bread soaked in wine to children 
and the sick."* In later periods, when, from a 

• Wiiwus' Econ. of Cot. vol. iii. p. 432. " In Ctprian^s time, 
tiie people of the church of Carthage did oftentimes bring their chil- 
dren youf^cr than hsi keen §rdin§ry tQ tLQ QQiUBUiffii^^^C''^ ^ h3Ld^V^d^afr^^ 
•f Inf. Bap. rol. i. p. 617.) 

12* 
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misinterpretation of our Saviour's words, •^ Ex- 
cept 3re eat the flesh of the Son of Man, and drink 
his blood, ye have no life in you/' (John vi. 53,) 
it was believed that a partaking of the supper was 
essential to salvation ; infant communion more 
generally prevailed. It is mentioned by Pho- 
Tius, Austin, and Paulinu^. It continues 
among the Greeks to the present day* ** They 
crumble the consecrated bread into the wine, take 
it out with a spoon," and put it into the mouths 
of infants.* 

Were infant baptism founded on mere histori- 
cal evidence, and were this evidence as clear in 
favour of infant communion as of infant baptism, 
the practices would then stand on equal ground. 
But none of this is true. The baptism of infants 
is founded on scripture. The communion of in- 
fants is virtually condemned in scripture. Nor 
is the argument from history, in the two cases, 
by any means equal. We discover clear intima- 
tions of infant baptism, even in the middle of the 
epostolick age. We discover no intimations of 
infant communion, till the middle of the third 
century. We have the most convincing evi- 
dence, that infant baptism was universally prac- 
tised in the primitive church. We have no such 
evidence that infant communion was ever univer* 
§al. The fathers speak with the utmost confi- 
dence of infant baptism, that it was handed them 
directly from the apostles. Those who make 
mention of infant communion, never speak of i|^ 
that I can learn, after thb manner. f Infant bap- 

♦ WiTBius' Econ. of Cot. vol. iii. p. 4SSL 
t Dr. Doddridge, speakiDgrof Pkirck's learned Ilnayia Ikvow 
•f infant conimuDion, sajt, ^' Hia proof from the more ancient (^ 
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tism bears infallible marks of its divine original. 
Infant communion has every feature of an inno- 
vation in the church. On what ground, then, is 
infant communion introduced, as invalidating the 
evidence^ either from scripture or tradition, in fa- 
vour of infant baptism ? 

" All the churches throughout the Christian 
world were, in the age of the apostles, established 
upon the same plan. Either they all baptized in- 
fants, or they all rejected them. And the prac- 
tice of the apostles in this matter must be uni- 
versally and infallibly known. All Christians 
kneWf whether or not Paul and his companions 
baptized their children.'' 

On the principles of our opponents, the apos<- 
tles every where established churches upon the 
plan of adult baptism only. They uniformly re- 
jected infants, and excluded them from the ordi- 
nance. At what period, then, we ask, was infant 
baptism introduced ? Mr. J ud son supposes it 
** commenced in the latter part qfthe second cen • 
tury ;^^ (p. 35.) which is within less than a cen-> 
tury of the apostolick age.*— But " how,'* says 
Mr. Tow CO CD, "how must the persons, who 
first attempted to introduce it be received ? 
Would not all their brethren immediately cry out 
upon the innovation, and demand, * By what au- 
thority do you presume to perform this wrw, this 
unheard ofy and strange ceremony of baptizing 
an in/a/if?'—— Suppose them to have urged, in 

serves, that, ** though infant communion might be practised in somt 
•Knrches, it tiever was an universal practice ; neither is it asserted by 
ancient writers to be derived from the apostles, as infant baptism 
was." (Sermons on Inf. Bap. p. 78.) 

* This contradictB the assertion, which has been so often repeated^ 
Ihat infant baptism is a *^ ftlick 9f pofefy^'^ The same is contradi^V^ 
cd bjT the fact, that the SyntM C4ristia«$^ iv\iO W^^\aj1\i!^ 
9fitk the FopCf kg;04 tUiio*y* ^ocH id imf ant U^tum^ 
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support of their practice, the same scriptures 
with us ; would it not presently have been replied 
upon them with unanswerable strength— * Did 
not the apostles and first preachers of Christianity 
understand the true sense and force of these scrip- 
tures ? Yet we all perfectly know, and you can- 
not but own, that not one of them ever baptized 
an infant. Look into all the churches through- 
out the whole earth, and you will find that there 
never was such a thing known, or heard of before 
amongst Christians*' — What, under these cir- 
cumstances, could the first baptizers of in/ants 
possibly reply ? Could they pretend that it was 
an apostolick injunction and practice ? £very 
Christian then living could have stepped fortl), 
and borne witness to the falsehood of such an 
account. Could they hope to establish this in* 
vention of their own, and was it actually establish' 
edy in direct opposition to apostolick authority ?— - 
Impossible to imagine !— -What then, I ask again» 
(if all the churches in the xvorld were constituted 
by the apostles upon a direcdy opposite plan,) 
what could the first baptizers of infants urge in 
favour of their practice ? Or, how was it possi- 
' ble it should be received^ yea, prevail^ yea, so tmi' 
versally prevail, that the very learned and acute 
Pelagius, about three hundred years after, nev- 
er htard of a church, amongst either Catholicks 
or hereticks, who did not administer baptism to 
infants ?— Could we suppose a few persons of so 
odd a turn of mind, as to run into this quite nov- 
el and unheard of practice ; can it be imagined 
that whole churches would be led blindly away 
after them ? Or, if whole churches might be 
thus seduced, could whole nations be so too ? 
Yea, if whok nations m'lgVvt^ c«xi \\. ^\A^r iato the 
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heart of any reasonable being, that all the nations qf 
the Christian world should, in the course of a few 
years, fall in universally with this anti-apostolick 
and new-invented ceremony of religion, and apos- 
tatize from the primitive and pure doctrine of 

Christ ? The extravagance of the supposition 

is greatly increased, by remembering that the 
church was early divided into a number of sects, 
who were severe and watchful spies upon each 
other's conduct. JLf any of them had innovated 
in the matter of baptizing infants, how loudly 
would the rest have exclaimed upon the innova* 
tion ! But, it seems, so far were they from this, 
that, laying aside their prejudices and animosi- 
ties, they all surprizingly agree, in the affair of ' 
infant biaptism, to depart from the apostolick 
practice ; and, by an unaccountable confederacy, 
connive at one another in this dangerous supersti- 
tion ! Strange, beyond all belief I that, am'idst 
their mutual accusations, reproaches, and com- 
plaints, we meet not, in all antiquicy, with one 
upon this head !"* I could more easily account 
(unaccountable as tlie Rii;>jyj5ition may be) for the 
introduction and universal spr<^ad of infant bap- 
tism in two or three centuries, than I could for 
its introduction, without disputes and controver- 
sies, among Christians, "No body or bodies of 
men ever changed either their political or religious 
sentiments all at once, without warm and lengthy 
disputes. And if infant baptism had been an in- 
novation — a corruption of one of the peculiar 
ordinances of the gospel — it would not have been 
introduced in the early days of Christianity, 
without commotions, controversies, and divisions* 
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But, strange to tell ! the pen of history has not 
transmitted to us the least intimation of any con- 
troversy about it ; though it has recorded a dis- 
pute of far less consequence — respecting the 
proper time of baptizing infants !*'* 

Add to this, that catalogues of all the sects of 
professing Christians in the four first centuries 
(the very period when infant baptism must have 
been introduced, if it were not of divine original) 
were early written, and are still extant. f "In, 
these several catalogues, the differences of opin« 
ion which obtained in those primitive times, re- 
specting baptism, are particularly recounted, and 
minutely designated. Some sects are mentioned, 
who made no use of water baptism ; and the 
different forms and ways in which baptism was 
administered by different sects, are distinctly de- 
scribed. Yet there is not the least intimation 
of any, except those who denied water baptism 
altogether, who did not consider infant baptism 
a divine institution. "J 

The argument, tiierefore is reduced to this;— 
if infant baptism is an innovation, it confessedly 
entered tlie church very soon after the canon o^ 
scripture closed ; and, in a few years more, 
" without a single precept to warrant, or a single 
example to encourage it, yea, with the well known 
practice of the apostles, and of all the churches 
they ever planted, directly, oi)enly, palpably 
against it; under all these disadvantages, it so 
universally prcvuiled, that, upon the face of the 
whole earth, there was not a church found, where 

* Dr. Emmons' Serm. on Bap. p. 37. 
tThe authors vrer^ laKVyfius, Epiphaniits, Philastrivs, Airft< 
Tiw, and TflEoooR kt. S'.i^ Wall's Hist, of Inf. Bap. P. i. chap. xxL 
^Dr. WoAGjiUiT£a's Letters^ Vp. 12 1^ US. 
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it was not performed !" Yea, nlore ; it entered 
the church, it prevailed, it became universal^ 
without a whisper of opposition,* without a word 
of dispute ; all parties confederating to connive 
at the errour, to blot every trace of it from the 
page of history, and never to utter a single word, 
from which it could be discovered that they had 
departed from gospel rules ! — " To him who be- 
lieves this, what can be incredible /" 

Is it not morally certain, that infant baptism 
was not an innovation in the church, but was 
sanctioned by the practice of the' aposdes them- 
selves? On this ground, and this only, ''all sa* 
cred and profane history, relating to the subject, 
will appear plain and consistent, from Abraham 
to Christ, and from Christ to tliis day." 



CONCLUSION. 

The Author wishes, in conclusion, to express 
his gratitude, that, amidst a multitude of paro- 
chial and domestick avocations, he has been ena- 
bled to bring this little Treatise to a close. He 
cordially commits it to the candour of the pub- 
lick, and the blessing of Almighty God. It has 
not been his intention to excite a party spirit, but 
to defend, according to his real understanding of 
it, an institution of the gospel. On a review of 
his labours, he feels an increasing confidence in 
the conclusions he has endeavoured to establish, 
that Immersion is not essential to Bap- 

* This assertion k made with a perfect recollection of the whole 
testimony ^f Tertvlliait. He did not consider infant baptism un> 
authorized, unlawful, or in many c«Be» >xTiL\Tss^cs\NasE!N^ "^SkR, -^ci>MA. 
io delay it on (he ground of exj)tdua<)jf^ «tt^Va.Tvev ^ v»*s^^<?«^^ 
W0tJd discFGdit «njr clause* 



risUp and that the Children of bsli 

ING, COVENANTING PARENTS ARE PRO 
SUBJECTS OF THIS ORDINANCE. With t 

who honestly believe otherwise, he has no di 
sition to cohtcnd. Many of them, with w! 
he has the happiness to be ^acquainted, he 
spects and loves. With many of them he h 
to dwell forever in a brighter world. 

Let those who peruse the preceding page: 
member, that neither circumcision nor ui 
cumcision, neither baptism, nor any. other , 
ward form, can, of itselfy avail any thing." 
must become new creatures. Wc must exj 
cnce the baptism of the Holy Ghost. We t 
be born again — born of the Spirit-^or we 
"never see the kingdom of God. 
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HAVING been solicited by a number of 
fiends to take some notice, in this Edition of mjr 
work, of the late Mr. Robinson^s History of 
Baptism, I have concluded to present what I have 
to offer on this subject, in the form of an Appen* 
dix.— I have perused Mr. Robinson's History 
with some profit as well as pleasure. I consider 
it not altogether destitute of merit, though his 
moted prepossessions in favour, not merely of the 
Baptist peculiarities, but a very lax theology, are 
apparent in almost every line* The publick will 
not expect me to eulogize this work ; and some 
of the principal exceptions I have taken against 
it, will be briefly expressed in the following 
particulars. 

1. It does not seem, in different parts of it, to 
be consistent with i/^^^/T— -On one page we are 
told, that " the Mishna, written about the middle 
of the second century, says nothing on the sub^ 
jecf^ of Proselyte baptism. (P. 45.) On anodier,. 
that *' the writers of the Mishna affirm that the 
Jews baptized their Proselytes.^^ (P. 304.) On 
one page we are told, that the baptism of Prose- 
lytes "came to light throughnhe later rabbles,, 
in the eleventh or twelfth century^^'* (P. 45.) 
On another, it is admitted to be " highly proba- 
ble, that in the/e/we o/^Ortgen, the Jews did 
initiate by dipping in water." (P. 305.) On one^ 
gage we are told " that baptism was universality 
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performed by immersion, forthe first 1300 y< 
(P. 137.) On another, that ^^ sprinkling 
practised ".in Africa -^in the third century. 
402.) On one page we are told ^ tliat •' th< 
theran reformers cx)ntinued" to practise w 
sion. (P. 393.) On another, we are pres 
with their "established rituals," which c 
that baptism shall be administered by pot 
(P. 483.) In various places, in the forme 
of the work, we are told of the aversion < 
common people to the baptism of infants. * 
reluctant laity were forced to yield to itJ* 
229.) Presently we are informed, that 
lower sort of the people, in all Christian cour 
since the establishment of infant baptism, 
alwaj^ discovered a violent attachment ti 
(P. 429.) In the first chapter of this wor 
baptism of John is considered as belonging 
new dispensation-— as being Christian baj 
Yet we are afterwards taught that Christ in 
ted his baptism, subsequent to his resurre 
(Chap, vii.) Mr, R, represents the bapti: 
Christ to be that act, by which he regularly 
tered on his publick ministry." (P. 33.) 1 
this act he set liis disciples an example, that 
should "follow his steps." (P. 58.) 

2. In the work under consideration, thei 
many evident perversions^ not to say cont) 
tionsj of the sacred volume. Two or thn 
stances will be noticed. The Evangelist ai 
that " Jerusalem, &nd all Judea, and all the n 
round about Jordan, went out^' to John, ^ 
were baptizedJ*^ (Matth. iii. 5, 6.) No, 
Mr. R. there were but few baptized ; the mult 
ire/jr: out "only as 5/>ertaf or«%" C?'32.) Thcj 
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^le Paul observes (hat " divers baptisms" were 
enjoined and practised under the Jewish economy. 
^Heb. ix. 10.) Mr. R. observes, on the contrary^ 
that " there never was such a rite as Jewish bap- 
tism.'' (P. 46.) We are assured by Mark, that 
** the Pharisees and all the Jews, when they come 
from the market, except they washy eat not.*' 
(viii. 3.) But Mr, R. quotes and approves the 
sentiment, that "the Jewscfirfwofw^ijA themselves 
or their hands when they came from the market, 
but merely the herbs and other things which they 
had bought." (P. 40.) 

3. In the work before us, the learned reader 
will discover many historical inaccuracies. For 
instance, the author very confidently assures \x% 
Jthat "the primitive Christians baptized wcAW." 
;(P. 94.) The apostles J and their immediate suc- 
ticssors, were " the primitive ChristiansJ*^ If 
these baptized by immersion, and immersed na- 
Jced; we presume the Christian world has been 
.greatly deceived. Mn R. also asserts, that " the 
■Syrian Christians alway^s administer baptism by 
immersion.^* (P. 1&.) This is not according to 
the testimony of those who have actually visited 
them. " It is an imposing idea," said the Me- 
tropolitan of the Syrian church to Dr. Buchan- 
an, "to wash the body with water to begin a 
.new life. Are those who practise in this way 
baptized again, every time they relapse into 
jsin ?"*— — When Aixstin visited England, in 
-the fourth century, he endeavoured to reform the 
native s in a, number of particulars. Especially he 
wished them to conform to the church of Rome, 
in .respect to the time and manner of baptizing 
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cneir infants.* From this simple feet, Mr. R, 
takes occasion to represent, that Austin intro- 
duced the baptism of infants, de navOj inta 
Britain. (P. 127.) 

4. In the history of Mr. R. some of the car- 
dinal doctrines of revelation are denounced and 
ridiculed ; and often in a strain of langu^e which 
ill accords with the dignity of sacred subjects 
It is sarcastically remarked, that with the ancieni 
Trinitarians, " the belief of one Lordw^sthcprO' 
fesmn of three in oneJ*^ (P. 227.) The Africai 
clergy in the days of Cyprian, who are known \i 
have been perfectly orthodox in their views o: 
the person and character of Christ, are tauntingi] 
represented, as having " brought out for a Jam 
a sort of Egyptian mummy, spiced with sillisaws 
which they agreed to call eloquence, and hung al 
over with awkward hieroglyphicks of the east*^ 
(P. 185.) If it is difficult perfectly to understand 
this sentence, it is not difficult to discover inil 
a sneer at the doctrine of our Saviour's Deity 
I appeal :to a religious publick, whether sucl 
ianguage, on such a subject, is not highly, improp« 
er and even impious. In various parts . of his 
work, Mr. R. denounces and ridicules the ^oc- 
ivinc of original sin. He prohibits to churches 
any ^^fundamental articles^^ of faith; (p. 506i] 
and insists that ** the right of every Christian tc 
teach and baptize others^ is perfectly in unison 
with the whole spirit of Christianity.^' (P. 55j 
In a strain of awful irony, he represents bastards 
as " eminently children of God," and. affirms that 
" if others were dedicated and baptized, these 
ought to have had the Lord's supper administei:e^ 
to them.'' (P. 194.) 

• Wal i.'8 Hist. In. B«p. B^ *u. cV^ft, \- 
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But, 5th — The most exceptionable and offen- 
sive part of this work is the author's virulent 
and abusive treatment of the ancient fathers, and 
some of the modern Reformers of the Christian 
church. " Ir e NiBus, to give himself consequence^ 
.pretended to have been a disciple of PotvcARP, 
who pretended to have been a disciple of John." 
(P. 213.) *' Cyprian was an ignorant fanatick, 
and as great a tyrant as ever existed. The cor- 
respondence between him and Cornelius, bish« 
op of Rome, is a system of the most atrocious 
tyranny ; and it is astonishing, if government had 
^ny knowledge of their practices, that patience 
deferred their martyrdom so long." (Pp. 179, 
.190.) " OrijGEn was one of the most mischiev- 
< oua men, that ever set foot in the Christian church; 
. and his pretended learning was a publick misfor- 
: tune." (P. 339.) The church order of Cycil, 
.•bishop of Jeraisalem, was ^^a system of fraud 
..and violence.*' The church under liis care 
** filled the holy city with every thing except 
morality ; for idolatry, adultery, theft, assassina- 
tion, and every kind of iniquity, were openly 
practised tliere." (P, 220.) 

••EpiPiiANius wrote slander in folio.'* (P. 
167.) *^ The little credit due to the history of 
. £us E B I us, is due only to such parts as are attest- 
ed by others more creditJe than himself.** (P. 209.) 
Indeed, says Mr. JR. all " the Fathers are miser- 
able evidences of the truth of facts, as-well as in- 
competent judges of right.'* (P. 508.) But 

none of tlie patriarchs of the Christian church 
are treated so unmercifully under the hands of 
.our historian as the great Austin. This person, 
iwe are informed, " took u\} tba \!Msi^vvi "^ ^ 

i3* 
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trade ;" was metamorphosed into a bishop ;'^' 
was " never backward to sound his own fanr 
He " was a crafty, irritated man ;*' who was " 
insignificant to obtain distinction in the sta 
and whose " name has sunk below contemp 
every free country." ** He became a merci 
tyrant;'* who " formed cabals, named coun 
and placed virtue in cursing and killing g 
men." He *• truckled to the bishop of Ro 
t)nly for the sake of playing Jupiter in Afri( 
He " was the scourge of all good men within 
reach, whose confiscations, banishments, 
^eath, together with the ruin of their fami 
lay at his door." " Barbarous Austi n ! If a i 
were driven to the necessity of choosing one s 
of two candidates, it would not be Austin 
would be Saint Balaam, the son of Bosorl" •''V 
can be grieved to see the Vandals come forw; 
and subvert all the labours of Austin's lif 
<Pp. 127, 195, 206.)— This is that distingu 
ed and excellent Christian, whose name has 
scended to modern times, as ** the great 
mikary" of the age in which he lived. 1 
those, whose names are given above, are 
men, generally, to whom the apostles transmit 
the concerns of the church. They were " i 
of approved fidelity and gravity ; stood the fi 
trial of some of the severest persecutions e 
known ; testified their love to the Lord Jesu: 
the most striking martner^" and, in most 
stances, sealed their testimony with their bio 
Their crime was, they adored the Trinity ; 
lieved what are now termed the doctrines 
•grmce ; and inculcated and practised infant b 
^ism. This was suf&cieut Xo ^u\y^^cx\\i^\sito 



151 

lash of Mr. Robinson^ and to that abusive treat- 
ment which we have above described. Nor i& 
this historian any respecter of persons. For a simi- 
lar offence^he has Fnnicted on more modern Chris- 
tia ns a similar castigation. The council of Gironay. 
which had the misfortune to ordain, among other 
things, the baptism of infants,, is described as con- 
sisting of " a low, illiterate, mongrel sort of Afri* 
can, Jewish Christi-ms." (P. 252.) Pray, wtot 
sort of Christians are these ?— John Knox was 
*' filled with Calvinistical fury." The people of 
Scotland, " inspired with fury by him, raised a 
civil war," and committed all sorts of outrages 
in the name of the Lbrd.'^ (Pp. 388, 389.) The 
Seminaries of Zurich and Geneva, under the in- 
spection of the great reformers Zuinglius and 
Calvin, are styled " barbarous schocJs," out of 
which the good English reformers received the 
doctrines (^sprinkling and blood- shedding for tha 
faith. (P. 391.) 

My feelings, in view of this part of our history^. 
I dare not attempt to express, I will only re- 
mark, that bad it not been for these reformers^ 
Mr. R. might have lived and died, immured ia 
the darkness and delusion of Popery. 

It is hoped the admirers of this author will 
not be, in all respects, his imitators. And it is 
justly matter of rejoicing that we live in a period 
when the ancient asperity of religious controver- 
sy is as unpopular as it is unbecoming^ 
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